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SEX-COURTING CONCERNS CLASS TWELFTH GRADE GIRLS 


THOMAS 
University California, Davis 


courtship norms change from the traditional 
those the peer group! can expected that confusion 
will result regarding proper behavior the sex-courting 
Large-scale quantitative studies are needed 
determine what problems this confusion creates; but 
until these have been carried out small qualitative studies 
individual high school classes may both provocative 
and revealing. The present study examines the sex-dating 
small-town university community about 6,000 popula- 
tion. The study based series pretested objective 
check questions and four questions requiring written state- 
ments from the respondent. The study covered all the boys 
(40) and girls (47) the senior class present the day 
the survey was conducted. The responses the boys will 
presented later paper. 

Twenty-five per cent the fathers students involved 
the study were professional men, per cent business- 
men, per cent skilled workers, per cent semi-skilled 
and unskilled workers, per cent farm owners, per cent 
farm laborers, and per cent unclassified. The mean age 
for puberty the girls was 12.5 years, and 14.6 years for 
age when dating began. Twenty-six per cent the girls re- 
ported that they had never gone steady. For the rest, the 
mean age for beginning steady dating was 15.4 years. Their 
present dating status was reported follows: not dating, 
per cent (although some had dated the past) dating 
the field, per cent; going steady, per cent; engaged, 
per cent; married, per cent.* 

When asked where they received most their sex in- 
formation, per cent reported friends the major 
source, per cent mentioned mother, and per cent listed 


Associate Professor Home Economics. Currently with the De- 
partment Child Development, Ford Foundation Unit, M.S., Uni- 
versity Bombay, India. 

1Francis Merrill, Courtship and Marriage (Revised and ex- 
panded edition), New York; Henry Holt, 1959, 112. 

Poffenberger, “Individual Choice Adolescent Pre- 
marital Sex Marriage and Family Living, (4, Novem- 
ber, 1960), pp. 324-330. 

Any student who was motivated enough ask question 
make serious comment response the questions asked was re- 
garded indicating concern. The degree concern varied from 
casual interest anxiety. 

additional girls had married and left school. There were 
six premarital pregnancies during the school year the senior class. 
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father, per cent listed teachers, and the rest checked 
“other” their major source sex information. the 
“other” category most the students wrote “books.” 

answer the question, “Do you feel girls your age 
need know more about sex?”, per cent said “yes” and 
per cent said they did not know. The expression 
need for more sex information was significantly related 
dating status the level using the Chi square test. 
those the earlier stages dating, per cent ex- 
pressed need for more information, and per cent did 
not know. those going steady and engaged married, 
per cent expressed need for more information. 

Thirty per cent the girls dated high school boys while 
per cent said they were dating boys not high school. 
Twenty-one per cent were going with boys from the nearby 
university, while per cent said they were dating boys 
not school. Some the boys were from military in- 
stallation nearby. 

attempt get expression student concern 
regarding sex-courting behavior well have some 
indication how parents and the school might help with 
such concerns, open-ended questions were constructed. The 
following questions were reviewed the school board 
and were considered inoffensive the board. They seemed 
relatively effective drawing significant responses 
from the students. The questions were: (1) What your 
biggest problem with the opposite sex? (2) What kind 
things should discussed course dating and mar- 
riage (with girls only and with boys only)? (3) How 
might parents help their children with problems concern- 
ing the opposite sex? (4) you could have any question 
about sex answered that you wanted, what question would 
you ask? 

The first question was framed general terms that 
response could made those not dating well 
those advanced stage courtship. was expected 
that the responses would run, they did, from difficulty 
getting dates and talking with the opposite sex those 
involving the intimacy coitus. The second question con- 
cerning class discussion was considered terms segre- 
gation the sexes with the thought that the responses 
might more frank. The survey was conducted the 
author, who spoke the class, beginning with introduc- 


tion discussing the need for additional research the area 
dating and courtship considering the conflicting values 
that confront the adolescent culture undergoing rather 
rapid social 

The responses the questions were studied and grouped 
into categories two investigators working independently. 
The categories, along with the percentage each group, 
were: concern regarding proper sex-courting behavior, 
per cent; concern regarding how cope with boy dur- 
ing dating, per cent; concern regarding self-control 
sex-dating behavior, per cent; concern regarding 
break the dating relationship, per cent; concern re- 
garding restrictive parents, per cent; concern regarding 
retarded dating relationships, per cent. summary 
presented for each these categories, along with the com- 
ments each girl. Since the same student may have made 
comments that can placed more than one category, 
the girls are numbered that the reader can follow the 
remarks the same individual. The dating category 
each girl also given, well the question reply 
which the comment was made. 

The written comments have not been developed sta- 
tistical analysis; but they give insight concerning some 
the feelings the students. The comments the stu- 
dents are presented here for two reasons: one, difficult 
communicate the feeling the wrote 
the statement without the statement itself; and two, some 
readers may feel that the motive behind the statement was 
not that assigned the investigators. analysis 
subjective data this kind, seems advisable give the 
reader opportunity judge the material for himself 
all possible. 


Concern Regarding Proper Sex-Dating Behavior 


Eighteen (38 per cent) the girls made statements 
that were interpreted indicating concern about what was 
proper behavior regard necking, petting, and/or 
coitus. Seven girls (numbers 11, 19, 34, 43, 46) speci- 
fically asked “how far go?” when answering the question 
about their biggest problem regarding the opposite sex. 
Two (2, 37) made references need for discussing 
“standards” behavior, whereas two others (14-18) 
wanted discussion “proper” behavior. Two (23, 25) 
wanted discussion the “dangers” petting and coitus. 
Another (3) wanted know what society regards cor- 
rect behavior. 

The comments indicated wide variations degree 
permissiveness toward sex play. Some (3, 25, 33) indi- 
cated desire told not engage sex play. One ex- 
pressed desire (33) for “good solid reasons” not en- 
gage petting and coitus. For many girls, the guilt follow- 


Previous class work included high school courses human re- 
production and discussions dating, courtship, and marriage. 


ing petting may quite intense. might expected that 
such girls would prefer discussion backing their con- 
victions that petting was not proper. Other girls seemed 
want more unbiased discussion the topic. other 
words, there are those who feel that petting and coitus are 
not permissible and want told so, whereas some are 
already having coitus are petting heavily and consider- 
ing coitus. One girl (30) frankly stated that good re- 
lationship existed between the pair she was not opposed 
coitus. She made the statement spite full awareness 
that her position was counter the prevailing moral code. 

Statements addition the expression concern over 
proper behavior indicated some the factors behind this 
concern. One girl (4) wondered having coitus with boy 
means that girl love with him. Another (8) asked 
what boy thought girl after she “goes too far.” The 
feeling that boy expects petting sign that the girl likes 
him was expressed another (44). She wanted know 
how girl could show boy she liked him without going 
too far sexual relationship. 


Class “What would like discuss are 
moral standards and pregnancy.” 


G.S. Problem with opposite sex: “At our age girls just don’t 
understand boys.” 
Class discussion: “Well, boys and girls should discuss their 
problems about each other before getting married and 
dating learn how control themselves when out 
date.” 


Problem with opposite sex: think one the biggest 

problems that sex. Just how far should girl and 
boy go?” 
Class discussion: “Sex. girl should know what could 
happen when two people get serious about each other. 
you all the way with boy, you really love him? 
Would marry you something happened?” 


D.F. Class discussion: “What happens dates, what so- 
ciety thinks should be.” 


D.F Question sex: “How far can you date with- 
out ‘going too far’, and what does the person out with 
think about you afterwards?” 


11. Class discussion: “How far you should date. Sex 
relations before and after marriage.” 


13. G.S. Question sex: “What about intercourse?” 


14. N.D. Class discussion: things what proper 
first dates, second, and on. Some sex questions could 
answered.” 


18. Class discussion: “Necking, petting, and drinking. Prop- 
hours for dates. The type person out with. How 
often during the week out.” 


19. Class discussion: “What avoid dating, how far 
should the dates while date?” 


Dating status student. N.D.: not dating; D.F.: dating the 
field; G.S.: going steady; E.: engaged; M.: married. 
Question which the comment was made. 
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Parents’ help: Explain rights and wrongs dating.” 


Class discussion: “Necking, sex relationship be- 
tween opposite sex, the dangers petting, and on.” 
Question sex: “Do you think right for person 
say, ‘Well, take chance and have relationship with 
him—nothing will come it’?” 


25. D.F. Class discussion: “For girls, they should discuss the 
dangers problems that might occur they have inter- 
course with the opposite sex.” 


30. D.F. Class discussion: think that sexual drives and emo- 
tions should talked about. Kids who are their middle 
teens and out puppy-love don’t know how handle their 
emotions. Sexual intercourse follows, and great deal 
the time emotional thing only—an act that shakes 
the kids from fear the unknown. may wrong 
know am), but there true relationship between two 
people and things have been talked over very seriously, 
the love real and not all romantic, don’t think I’m too 
seriously opposed.” 


33. D.F. Class discussion: “Tell girls what expect. Give girls 
definite information what happens the boy. Explain 
with good solid reasons why important for youth 
maintain high morals.” 


34. D.F. Class discussion: “How far when petting starts.” 


37. G.S. Class discussion: “Sexual intercourse, the emotions 
involved with sex, childbirth, dating standards, contracep- 
tives.” 


43. G.S. Class discussion: “Just how far should couple 
sex relations before marriage?” 


Class discussion: “How show boy that you like 
him without doing anything regret.” 


46. Question sex: “Because engaged, would like 
know all can about sex marriage. Also, what 
limits should engaged couple go?” 


Concern Regarding How Control Boy 
Sex-Dating Behavior 


Eighteen (38 percent) the girls indicated that they 
were concerned about how control boy during the 
courting relationship. 

The most frequently expressed concern was the problem 
how deal with the boy when got out line (12, 
19, 27, 37, 38, 43, 44, 46) or, one girl put it, the problem 
“wandering hands.” Concerns over the boy “wanting too 
much how make them stop “heavy petting”, 
“controlling sexual impulses”, and “keeping fiance 
within moral limits were expressed. 

Another girl commented that boys did not respect the 
desire girl not pet but would continue press the 
issue (23). The same girl remarked that “it problem 
for girl figure out whether boy just giving her 
line The same fear exploitation was expressed 
two other girls (9, 42). One expressed the cultural 
problem the boy attempting get the girl have coitus 
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and then rejecting her “bad” girl she did. The other 
said she believed that boys were dating her make other 
girls jealous. 

Two girls (7, 41) expressed desire understand why 
boys behave they and more specifically why coitus 
seems necessary for them. 

Resentment was expressed (39, 41) concerning the at- 
tempt the part the boys “boss” and “push you 
around.” These girls evidently did not accept the position 
that boys represent high status group that gives them 
authority over the girls that they should have, accord- 
the double standard, sexual freedom not permitted 
the girls. The point was made that girls are restricted 
their behavior, boys should also 

One girl (30), after indicating problems girls have 
controlling boys, suggested the situation might helped 
through understanding discussion with fathers. An- 
other girl (31), although not specifically stating that she 
had difficulty with boys courting, said she wanted dis- 
cussion about boy-girl relationships and that she wanted 
the discussion center the “physical”. 

One girl (6) said that her biggest problem with the 
opposite sex was making them understand that coitus was 
wrong; but she added that she, herself, did not have that 
trouble since she knew what was right and wrong. 

girl (26) who had recently married said that boys 
always tried “get familiar” with her but that she had 
found that frank discussion sex with them was the 
most effective way control the situation. She felt that 
frank discussion sex high school class would 


helpful. 


6.G.S. Problem with opposite sex: “Making them realize 
that premarital intercourse wrong, but have never had 
any trouble all with this. feel that any well brought 
person has sense enough know what’s right.” 


Question sex: “Probably would ask exactly what 
boy goes through and why some boys act manner 
which sexual relationship necessity.” 


Problem with opposite sex: “They are inconsiderate. 
They expect too much, they want all the way, then 
they think you are awful you do.” 


12. Problem with opposite sex: “Making boy stop heavy 
petting.” 


19. Problem with opposite sex: “Wanting too much affec- 
tion.” 
Questions sex: “What danger points look out for while 
date and how avoid them.” 


with opposite sex: “To make them under- 
stand when you say something you mean it. make them 
understand girl has feelings which can hurt very 
easily. problem for girl figure out whether boy 
just giving her line not.” 


26. Problem with opposite sex: “My biggest problem with 
the opposite sex the fact that they misunderstand sex 


itself. course they always tried get familiar. But once 
set their place, usually found myself being teacher, 
such frankly discussing sex and referring books such 
ones written Stone and Stone. You would very 
much surprised how interested they became and how 
little they knew. They really took another point view 
the subject, and the process was very much respected 
for it. didn’t tell them what had heard but referred 
books and let them read and then explained what they 
didn’t know. think it’s about time they had class re- 
quired high school sex!” 


27.M. Problem with opposite sex: “It used (before 
got married) keeping boy line date.” 
Question sex: “What boys expect girl?” 


30. D.F. See under “Concern Regarding Proper Sex-Dating 
Behavior.” 


31. G.S. Class discussion: “Relationship between boy and girl 


37. G.S. Problem with opposite sex: “My biggest problem with 
the opposite sex controlling the sexual impulses and 
keeping friendships casual basis.” 


38.G.S. Problem with opposite sex: “Controlling emotions.” 


39. Problem with opposite sex: “Making boy understand 

that you are equal him every way. shouldn’t boss 
you and you shouldn’t boss him. some things are not 
all right for girl do, then boy shouldn’t them 
either.” 
Class discussion: think petting and related sexual emo- 
tions should discussed the course. lot teen-agers 
don’t understand their own bodies and don’t understand 
their own feelings. think these are some things boys and 
girls alike need know.” 


41.D.F. Problem with opposite sex: “They take you for 
granted, they boss you, they have little feelings for your 
feelings, and are only conscious themselves. find 
very hard get along with them because don’t like being 
‘pushed around’.” 

Question sex: “How can girl better understand boy’s 
behavior?” 


42.D.F. Problem with opposite sex: “They flirt with 
make their own girls jealous drop their girls with 
me. seem ‘go between’ for them. This makes 
unpopular with own sex. date the boy asks me, 
but don’t neck with him. The girls don’t realize this.” 


43. G.S. Class discussion: “Many jokes have been made about 
the ‘wedding night’. This feel should discussed. Both 
sexes should know about the physical make-up the other 
sex. discussion for girls how cope with ‘wandering 
hands’ would helpful.” 

43.G.S. Question sex: “What sexual adjustment 
marriage?” 


44. N.D. Class discussion: “How handle boy when gets 
out line. How tell boy you don’t want hear cuss 
words dirty jokes without making him mad.” 


46. Problem with opposite sex: “Keeping fiance within 
moral limits dates and after parties when park. 
thinks since we’re engaged should give him. Some- 
times think too, but usually there argument. 


makes things strained between us, and everything else 
perfect.” 


Concern Regarding Self-Control 
Sex-Dating Behavior 


Six (13 percent) the girls indicated that they had 
some difficulty controlling their own emotions the court- 
ing relationship. This number would appear partic- 
ularly significant view the fact that the question asking 
about problems with the opposite sex was worded 
direct attention the boy rather than focus upon the 
person answering the questions. 

answer the question, “What your biggest problem 
with the opposite sex?”, such comments were made as, 
“keeping myself from getting too emotional” (11), “learn- 
ing control yourself matters sex” (9). Another girl 
(35) asked why you feel the way you and what 
about it. One girl (32) said that her biggest problem with 
the opposite sex was “saying no” boy. The question 
about sex that she most wanted answered was how pre- 
vent conception. 

One girl (46) said she had trouble keeping her fiance 
felt that since they were engaged they should 
have coitus. She added that times she thought too. 
There little doubt that many girls find, particularly 
when strong relationship has developed, that the desire 
for coitus difficult resist. 

Another girl (28) indicated the problem being at- 
tracted physically boys and then getting serious with 
them. 

The data not reveal the degree involvement any 
the girls but seem indicate that some them feel 
they are not always able control their emotions the 
courting relationship and are worried about it. The major 
point made seems that all these girls, whether 
petting having coitus, feel sufficiently guilty about their 
behavior indicate self-control problem. 


9.G.S. Class discussion: “Learning control yourself 
matters sex.” 


11. Problem with opposite sex: “Keeping myself from get- 
ting too emotional.” 


Problem with opposite sex: “It that only out 
with the ones with physical attractions, and then get very 
serious with them. Right now I’m serious about certain 
boy, and parents want date other boys. Actually 
the boy and intend get married, but won’t until 
are financially well off.” 


32. D.F. Problem with opposite sex: “My biggest problem 
saying “NO”! play the field, I’m all right, but 
start get serious with boy and with only him, 
sometimes it’s too much say no. don’t feel love starved 
emotionally immature, but makes feel like push- 
over. know it’s wrong, but there seems nothing 
can about it.” 

Question sex: “How prevent conception.” 
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35. D.F. Class discussion: “The emotional side dating and 
marriage. Why you feel the way you do, and what 
about it. Prepare them for situations which they might 
meet.” 


46. See under “Concern Regarding How Control 
Boy Sex-Dating Behavior.” 


Fear Break the Dating Relationship 


Four girls percent) indicated concern about losing 
the boy each was going with attempting regulate his 
behavior. girl (44) said that she would like know how 
tell boy she didn’t want hear profanity without 
making him mad. Two others (33, 43) asked how girl 
can keep boy happy and yet not let him too far. 

There little doubt that some boys push girls toward 
coitus threatening severance the relationship. the 
girl particularly interested maintaining the relation- 
ship for one reason another, she open exploitation. 
One the married girls the class reported the investi- 
gator that one week, two girls had come her for advice 
how handle situation where the steady boy friend 
had demanded coitus would find another girl who 
would have coitus. 

Another girl (36) indicated the conflict between popu- 
larity and standards conduct. She said that she wanted 
liked the popular boys the school but they had 
the reputation being fast. The more conservative boys 
were regarded “squares.” seems that this particular 
class, drinking, petting, and smoking were indulged 
the class leaders, creating conflict for those who desired 


popularity yet wanted hold conventional standards 


Problem with opposite sex: “Keeping them happy 
without letting them too far.” 


36. G.S. Problem with opposite sex: “Knowing whether they 
really like me. can never tell whether boy likes 
not. lot boys with girls because they are fast and 
drink and smoke. not that kind girl, but have gone 
out with that type boy, though don’t enjoy it. Most 
the boys like best and seem like are considered the 
squares the school. want popular and want 
liked the popular boys, but haven’t knack for 
getting along with them, and wish could.” 


42. D.F. Question sex: “How can one let boy know 
date that she doesn’t ‘pet’ without making him mad 
case tries ‘pet’?” 


44. N.D. See under “Concern Regarding How Control 
Boy Sex-Dating Behavior.” 


Concern Indicated Questions Asked About Sex 


variety concerns not yet mentioned were indicated 
some responses the question regarding sex. Three 
girls (30, 43, 46) asked about the role the wife sex 
partner marriage. Two others (4, 17) wanted informa- 
tion about reproduction. Another two girls (32, 37) 
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wanted information about contraception. One girl (47) 
who was not dating asked how she could overcome fear 
sex, while second (13) wanted know more about body 
functions, but expressed concern that the discussion would 
include expression the attitude that sex was “nasty 
and dirty.” One girl (29) simply wanted know what 
“sex” was. Another (26) felt that she had all her questions 
answered except how one could have twins. Only one girl 
(28) asked question that apparently related something 
other than sex. Her concern was whether not young 
couple needed money marry. 


would like know more about reproduction, because 
there are lot things don’t understand about it.” 


13. G.S. “Learn about functions the body, but never that 
people regard that being nasty and dirty.” 


17. would like know more about reproduction.” 


26. “How can you have twins purpose? Nothing else 
confuses me.” 


28. G.S. “People say you have financially well off, but 
sometimes feel you don’t you love someone enough 
work hard with him. mistaken?” 


29. D.F. “What it?” 


30. D.F. “The role and part wife sexual partner. 
(Should she consent all the time even she doesn’t feel 
emotionally keen her husband the time?) better 
share sexual relationships when both partners are keen, 
when one alone wants it?” 


32. D.F. prevent conceptions.” 
37. G.S. would like know more about contraceptives.” 
43. G.S. “What sexual adjustment marriage?” 


46. “Because engaged, would like know all can 
about sex marriage.” 


47. N.D. “How can overcome the feeling fear about sex?” 


Concern Regarding Restrictive Parents 


significant that only one girl (25) indicated strict 
control the part one both parents regarding her 
courting relationships. She said that her problem was that 
her father would not allow her date she was forced 
meet boys where her parents would not find out about her 
dating. 

25. D.F. Problem with opposite sex: “My father doesn’t allow 


date when date have meet him some place 
else.” 


Concern Regarding Retarded 
Heterosexual Relationships 


well known fact all those dealing with adoles- 
cents that many them are concerned largely not with 
courting behavior but with how establish any kind 


dating pattern. These young people have never dated 
have dated infrequently that they still feel most uncom- 
fortable with the opposite sex. 

Eight (17 percent) the girls seemed fall into this 
category. Five (1, 14, 16, 44, 47) said they were not dating 
and but one (16) expressed concern about their status 
one way another. This girl’s only comment was that 
dating should kept good taste. The other three (10, 
15, 45), although stating that they were “dating the field,” 
indicated their comments that they were early 
stage dating. 

The feeling that they were not acceptable dates was 
expressed two girls (14, 44), whereas third said that 
she could not find boy who liked her and whom she liked 
(47). From another comment this same girl showed pos- 
sible insight concerning her problem asking how 
she might overcome her fear sex. Another girl (45) 
said that boys treated her more sister than date 
and that she regarded this her biggest problem with the 
opposite sex. The problem feeling shy and not being 
able think anything say was expressed two girls 
(1, 15). Thus, although for some their concern keeping 
boy line, for others the concern that the boys show 
interest them all. 


N.D. Problem with opposite sex: “When first meet them, 
believe one biggest problems trying think 
something say. tell the truth—I don’t believe 
‘parking’, least not until you have had few dates. 
know that everyone thinks I’m ‘square’, but that’s just 
the way am. Maybe I’m old fashioned, but think it’s 
silly for 8th graders and freshmen steady. hope 
answered this question O.K.” 


10. D.F. This student made comment except say that 
parents should talk over problems concerning the opposite 
sex with their children. She seldom dated. 


N.D. Problem with opposite sex: don’t think they think 
about one way the other. all right class- 
mate, but date absolutely not. can’t seem talk 
with them very well.” 


15. D.F. Problem with opposite sex: shy when first meet 
boy man, but after talking about the weather his 
favorite sport, lose some shyness.” 


16. N.D. Class discussion: “Well, think they should tell the 
students keep their dating good social taste. Tell 
them that marriage should taken more seriously than 
sometimes is.” 


Problem with opposite sex: don’t attract them. 
How talk boys without boring them.” 
Parents’ help: “They could talk you free embarass- 
ment. this way person will not feel that sex dirty 
word.” 


Problem with opposite sex: “Boys treat more 
sister than someone they want date.” 


Problem with opposite sex: “Not finding boy who 
really likes and whom really like.” 


Concern Regarding Advanced 
Heterosexual Relationships 


sense most the concerns other than those the 
retarded heterosexual category fall into this group. And, 
indicated previously, percent were either engaged 
married and another percent were going steady. 
Many those dating the field had gone steady previously, 
and, their comments indicated, had had enough sex- 
courting experience indicate concerns one kind 

Most the concerns here are opposite those the 
retarded category. Two girls (20, 30) seemed feel that 
their biggest problem was their popularity. Each reported 
that the boys they went with were constantly pressing them 
get married. Two others (21, 29) mentioned the problem 
differential maturity boys and girls. Both were dating 
high school students. The first said that she became bored 
very easily with the boys she went with and that this led 
her into difficulty attempt find excitement. The 
second girl seemed attribute boys’ immaturity her 
loss interest after short time. This immaturity the 
part boys the same age the girls quite evidently 
one the major factors the large number seeking older 
boys longer high school. 

Another girl (22) reported the problem becoming 
bored result seeing her steady boy friend too often 
with nothing for them do. 


Problem with opposite sex: “The boys that date 
would like get married all the time, and don’t want 
get married right now.” 


21.G.S. Problem with opposite sex: very easily get bored 
with the boys out with, and this leads trying find 
something exciting do, such drinking, driving fast 
cars and motorcycles, and having fun leading boy 
on, and then saying no. This isn’t fun for boy and isn’t 
what should done all. problem find someone 
who understands me, and someone not get tired 
after few dates.” 


22.G.S. Problem with opposite sex: “We see each other too 
often and thus become quarrelsome. (Neither has 
car there isn’t much the line entertainment.) 

become bored watching T.V. five nights week, and 
usually end the evening with quarrel.” 


29. D.F. Problem with opposite sex: too much per- 
fectionist and not like date one boy for too long— 
lose interest and find too much fault with him. Many boys 
age are more immature than I—a fact which causes 
conflict.” 


D.F. Problem with opposite sex: love out with 
many different guys, have fun with them all, and 
think them individuals. will out with someone 
and quite nice; we’re having wonderful time; but 
soon one other dates sees us, jealousy arises, 
because doesn’t think it’s possible have good time 
with anyone else. The problem arises that many the guys 
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have dated two three times want get married. 
always the center arguments whose girl am. 
want date for fun and experience, but the fellows get 
serious too fast.” 


Discussion 


All the senior girls (47) present the day the survey 
was made answered one more four questions requir- 
ing written comments concerning problems sex-court- 
ing nature. Eight (17 percent) the girls indicated 
their comments that they were early stage sex- 
courting relationships and their major problem was feeling 
comfortable with boy social level. These girls had 
probably not gone beyond hand-holding stage and gave 
evidence problems with boys involving sex. One 
other girl, who said she was engaged, did not mention sex 
specifically any her comments. Her major concern 
was how girl should act and dress and good company 
for boy. The remaining (81 percent) indicated some 
understanding the problems involved sex-courting 
behavior. this group only four indicated that had 
never been problem for them, and each case the reason 
given for lack difficulty was, least part, frank and 
open discussions with parents. The following comments 
were made: 


15. D.F. Question sex: don’t have question ask be- 
cause mother has answered everything wanted 
know.” 


Problem with opposite sex: never had any trouble 
with the opposite sex, because they all knew just how felt 
about having relationships before couple was ever mar- 
ried. Actually, never had any trouble with boy.” 
Question sex: don’t have any questions an- 
swered because have always been able ask mother, 
and she would tell me.” 


30. D.F. Parents’ help: “Answer all questions honestly and 
without inhibitions. also think that the father should talk 
the daughter alone and tell her just how guy acts 
date. girl usually wants have fun, but most guys want 
all they can get. very glad that father talked 
did, for problems and emotions have arisen many 
times dates, and because him and the way has 
talked me, date and have always been able work 
things out.” 


40. D.F. Problem with opposite sex: don’t have any trouble 
with the opposite sex. like out for fun; therefore, 
choose dates with this mind, and know won’t 
have good time with boy, refuse the date.” 
Class discussion: think every step pregnancy should 
discussed class this kind because lot girls 
can’t get this from their mothers.” 
Parents’ help: “Parents can help their children concerning 
problems with the opposite sex talking them over 
frank, open discussion. more parents would this, 
children would more inclined tell their parents their 
problems.” 
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Question sex: don’t have any questions that have not 
been answered this subject. family has given 
the facts along with our family doctor.” 


analysis the the written comments indicated that 
those who had had dating experience, percent (72 
percent the total girls the senior class) had concerns 
regarding sex-dating relationships. 

Two major area concern were expressed. Thirty-eight 
percent the total class senior girls made comments 
that indicated concern with proper sex-dating behavior. 
Since dating and courting standards are longer clearly 
defined society, confusion “how far go” can 
expected frequently stated concern. The comments 
the students indicate that, near the time graduation 
their senior year, most these girls still had not arrived 
standards that gave them sufficient confidence let these 
guide their behavior. Supporting this conclusion are com- 
ments percent indicating concern regarding how 
handle the sex aggression boy during dating and 
ship. The majority the girls seemed indicate they 
would like hold the line terms petting and coitus, 
but their comments indicate three factors making this 
difficult. One the fear that one refuses sex play the boy 
may break off the relationship and find girl who will. 
Another the fact that percent the girls indicated 
that they had difficulty controlling themselves the sex- 
dating relationship. negative conditioning for girls re- 
garding sex becomes weaker and the intensity the sex- 
dating relationship becomes greater with steady dating, 
may expected that will become more difficult for 
girls resist the pleasures sex play and coitus. The 
third factor the lack counseling help from parents 
dealing with problems sex-dating nature. 

Thirty-five percent the girls did report that they had 
received sex information from their mothers, but most 
cases this would probably little aid regard help- 
ing the girls understand and cope with sex from the stand- 
point the boy she was dating. The father, who might 
expected the greatest help this regard, was 
mentioned only one girl source sex information. 
Probably time their adolescent development were 
the majority these girls given the opportunity, either 
school home, discuss the differential makeup 
men and women from psychosexual standpoint. Yet 
understanding these differences unquestionable 
asset dating and courting, the marital relationship, 
and for general mental health. 

This study indicates that majority the girls the 
sample were involved sexually with boys least petting 
relationship. The boys they dated were generally older and 
more advanced their sex-dating development. Most 
the girls indicated that they were ill prepared under- 
stand and meet the sex demands the boys they dated. 
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GROUP DYNAMICS, THE SCHOOL AND DELINQUENCY* 


Frep Trostt 


Southern Oregon College 


single factoral cause Juvenile Delinquency is, 
relationship man’s present knowledge himself, un- 
known. Causation multiple; most complex due 
the single individual reacting selected bits his environ- 
ment, And, for the most part, the reasons for the reaction 
remain unknown. The writer, seeking ascertain bet- 
ter understanding this complexity relationships, de- 
cided investigate, high school level, the effect 
group dynamics the behavior certain students who 
had appeared before Juvenile Judge one two times, 
and who were considered trouble makers the school ad- 
ministration and the public, but who were not classified 
incorrigible. 

Charles Slack, seeking understand Delinquency, 
began ‘new approach’ January 1959. attempted 
find out the relationship between “The Experimenter- 
Subject Role Technique” and The problem 
incorporated twenty-five boys known the court, between 
ages fifteen and twenty-two. Unlike the writer’s project, 
Dr. Slack’s experiment did not encompass group dynamics, 
but rather incorporated the technique having the boys 
talk about themselves into tape recorder, and the offering 
them job which had small renumeration connected 
with it. The purpose the procedure was explore the 
relationship those factors the diminuation delin- 
quent behavior the part participant. 


Research Procedure 


The writer was approached regarding the problem 
deviant behavior among certain high school students with 
the idea that plan might worked out which would 
assist these youngsters developing better understand- 


*This research was supported grant from the Oregon System 
Higher Education. The Medford System Secondary Education 
gave the writer grant for the continuation this study for the 
academic year 1959-60. The writer has benefited from the sug- 
gestions Dr. Arthur Carfagni, Consultant Psychiatrist for the 
San Mateo Probation Department, Belmont, California, and others. 
The author alone responsible for any controversial opinion which 
may exist this manuscript. 

Associate Professor Social Science. 

The writer will compare his analysis Delinquency, based up- 
Group Dynamics, with that Charles Slack Harvard Uni- 
versity. Dr. Slack’s project, which began January 1958, en- 
titled, “The Experimenter-Subject Role Total Treatment De- 
linquency.” 


ing themselves. The approach decided upon centered 
around the possibility creating course Group Dy- 
namics within the framework the high school which 
would assist the student not only better understanding 
himself, but also assist him partially answering the ques- 
tion, “Who other words, the research demon- 
stration procedure was dedicated the studying the 
relationship between group dynamics and the development 
self perception. was believed that small the 
members which had gotten distorted view them- 
selves and the larger environment, would proper start- 
ing point for re-evaluation the status the members 
the larger society (student body). was further believed 
that the small group concept would lend itself more readily 
increased communication among the members the 
group regarding such concepts recognition, acceptance, 
and value judgments. was believed that the role the 
teacher would significant the presentation positive 
factors between the internal and external reality the 
members the class, and that the larger student body. 
was assumed that the the various mem- 
bers the group with the teacher would effective in- 
strument for behavioral change the part the class 
whole. was this specific point that the writer be- 
lieved the research demonstration would prove itself fail 
the desired goal prevention. 

Dr. Slack, previous January, 1958, had been con- 
ducting some long-term fantasy experiments Harvard 
University. The subjects came his laboratory several 
times week talk about their dreams which were tape 
recorded. The experimenter noticed that several the ‘sub- 
ject delinquents’ developed close relationship with him 
and that their attendance became regular. The number 
crimes committed them apparently decreased. Subse- 
quently, project was designed called, “The Experimenter- 
Subject Role Total Treatment Delinquents,” ex- 
plore this effect. 


Bradford and Ronald Lippitt, “Role Playing Supervisory 
Personnel, (1, July, 1946), pp. 

Lewin, “Forces Behind Food Habits and Methods 
Change,” Bulletin the National Research Council, number 108, 
(October, 1943), pp. 35-65. 
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New Organizational Approach 


The organization the boys into small Group Dy- 
namics class was left the discretion the Principal and 
Dean Boys rather than the teachers alone. This was 
believed valid approach, for experience had taught 
the writer that many teachers, seeing student for but one 
hour day, would not necessarily see this student one 
possessing problems actual trouble maker. The 
administration, viewing the over-all picture the boys, 
could select with greater logic those who presented prob- 
lems larger scale than class-to-class basis. Many 
teachers had stated the writer, after selection had been 
made the administration, that they could not believe 
that “Johnny” was “bad boy.” her particular class, 
Johnny was, perhaps, “average student,” but the 
over-all picture, was trouble maker. 

The selection, the part the administration, was 
arbitrary basis, and each the twenty students selected 
had appear the first class, but they did not have re- 
main for the remaining sessions unless they desired. 
Eighteen the twenty boys appeared for the second session 
and remained for the full course. unique aspect this 
group study was the need each participating student 
attend all his other classes. 

For Dr. Slack, the operation his project occurred 
the following manner. Boys between the ages fifteen and 
twenty-two are employed this project talk about them- 
selves into tape recorder. They worked the laboratory 
one hour day, from two five days week, and they 
were paid immediately each day. The wages varied from 
fifty cents two dollars hour. The boys, called ‘sub- 
jects’ the research project, were all located through in- 
formation from social agencies, the delinquent’s own grape- 
vine, field work the neighborhood. The initial con- 
tact with the prospective subject usually made calling 
him the phone. offered part-time job and told 
that most the fellows like it. necessary, the name 
respected gang member, already employed, may men- 
tioned. Difficult youths, who cannot reached phone 
the grapevine, are met the street corner responsi- 
ble person from the project. The manner which the ex- 
perimenters introduce themselves varies; may asked 
fill out questionnaire and paid immediately the job 
may introduced directly. the latter case, the subject 
and the experimenter the laboratory look over the 
job. The boy usually brings friend along. they are 
shown the laboratory, the prospective subject encour- 
aged talk into recorder and listen his voice. 
then paid, and time and place convenient for the boy are 
set for the next day. (The writer found that the presence 
tape recorder caused concern among the members 
his class, expert male stenographer, who was senior 
college, was used). 
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Dr. Slack believed that his organizational approach rep- 
resented the first crude attempts the project reach 
directly into the sub-culture, and establish consistent at- 
tendance, and the writer believed that established rap- 
port with the members sub-culture through course 
Group Dynamics. 


Analysis the Group—Changed Behavior 


The writer was concerned with the ascertaining 
changes regarding the relationship group dynamics 
the individuals’ internal and external relationship. This 
concept demands that one look upon the group being acted 
upon system within itself (an in-group) and sub- 
system the larger school community (an out-group). 
The relationship between these two groups matter 
relative emphasis, for the writer’s belief that the in- 
group and the out-group may overlap certain times and 
under certain conditions. This idea based upon the fol- 
lowing three factors: (1) constant bias cannot, under 
the conditions this research demonstration, con- 
sistent factor. Contact, physical and mental, would tend 
neutralize, times, the communication system between 
the in-group and the out-group, thus permitting corre- 
spondence between the two groups. (2) The system itself, 
with “benevolent father” the instructor, would aid 
the transmission new information the in-group about 
the out-group which would eventually cause new attitudes 
formed. (3) would the role the instructor 
develop new skills, whenever possible, which could used 
solving individual problems, especially the concepts 
“Who I?” and “What doing this class?” 

Dr. Slack, dealing with his twenty-five boys, preferred 
call them ‘subjects’ and not ‘patients.’ They worked 
his psychological laboratory and were paid for it. and 
his staff three graduate students psychologist, social 
worker, and priest) made promises cure, nor did 
the writer his project. Dr. Slack’s experiment, 
the writer’s, there were doctors, patients, and 
clients; both projects the boys did not come for treat- 
ment. Dr. Slack’s experiment, the boys could quit when- 
ever they pleased, while the opposite was true the writer’s 
project; for example, after the second group dynamics 
class was held, all boys were required attend. 

Dr. Slack and the writer became aware common 
fact; that you cannot study things first hand without 
changing them. And both agreed that research and change 
hand hand. Both projects ‘treated’ the boys while 
specific research was going on. 

The writer found change occurring because the inter- 
personal relationship the group dynamics teacher with 
the group through the communication new information 
the members the class; Dr. Slack and his associates 


found change occurring result the psychological 
laboratory experiment which paid the boys for attending. 
This payment permitted them buy certain small objects 
instead stealing them. result the laboratory ex- 
perience, each boy talked and thought about himself more 
than ever before. This led, the writer’s project, 
better understanding why each individual was mem- 
ber out-group viewed certain members the 
community. The boys participating the Slack experiment 
found that they could hold steady job and thus ac- 
cepted into new community; the writer’s project, the 
boys found that they were not necessity member 
out-group not understood the larger school community. 
the contrary, they learned better understand them- 
selves, they found easier accepted the larger 
“out-group.” 


Discussion 


Though the research demonstration procedures the 
writer differed from those Dr. Slack and his associates, 
was found that the two projects had much common 
regarding results. For example: (1) Both procedures estab- 
lished positive relationship between the individual delin- 
quent and his teacher experimenter; (2) the research 
procedure described for both projects has been socially 
acceptable gang members; (3) attendance the job 
the Group Dynamics class has become very depend- 
able. However, well this point, that 
the members the writer’s project were not allowed 
drop out after the second meeting; (4) the selection de- 
linquents who were willing subjects was possible from 
wide range adolescents the community school, 
spite quite different ways securing the participation 
the youths; (5) was also found that many, not most, 
the delinquents were willing, and times eager, share 
their thoughts and activities with other members the 
group. was believed that this sharing procedure aided 
the boys coming better understanding themselves 
and thereby established diminution their delinquent 


behavior. the writer’s project, all boys quit their delin- 
quent behavior before the end ten weeks; Dr. Slack’s 
project, only one boy twenty-five returned the reform 
school. 

Although the two projects were concerned with research, 
important by-product has been service the boys 
the project and the community and the school. Both 
projects plan two-year follow-up study the boys who 
leave the projects, determine the status the youth 
the community. Because this follow-up study plan, 
boy can considered “rehabilitated” this progress re- 
port. 

Perhaps the most encouraging aspect the two projects, 
was the realization that the delinquent treated 
experimental subject rather than patient client, and 
attended class came the laboratory regularly and 
co-operated with the staff teacher and fellow partici- 
pants, became enthusiastic about his rehabilitation. 
the writer’s project, not only did rehabilitation set early, 
but was successfully demonstrated the youth’s new 
attitude toward himself, his school and the community. 
Some are now talking about going college. 

Both projects are beginning explore the wide variety 
rehabilitation activities possible with experimental 
subject. Thus far, the boys have participated variety 
procedures ranging from group dynamics non-direc- 
tive counselling, through directive counselling with moral 
guidance, intensive personal interviewing. the writer’s 
project, intensive interviewing was done after class 
special times mutually acceptable the subject and teach- 
er. The boys have co-operated with programs both proj- 
ects that range from almost complete non-interference 
the boys’ daily lives, through social work, doing charita- 
ble work either the community Dr. Slack’s experi- 
ment, the school and community the writer’s 
experiment. 

well remember that not always necessary 
face the sullen, resistant, recalcitrant adolescent our at- 
tempt reduce not insist upon mak- 
ing him into patient. 
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WHAT COLLEGE STUDENTS Review* 


Oregon State University 


Paul Lazarsfeld has written Foreward this book 
which combines rebuke those such Pitirim 
Sorokin and Jacques Barzun who are opposed empirical 
social research with boost for the present book 
outstanding example this new intellectual development.” 
Dr. Lazarsfeld’s enthusiasm could well have the unfortu- 
nate effect shaming some readers into uncritical ap- 
proach the data. might also tend convey the mis- 
taken impression that the research about which the book 
reports something quite new the social scene. Actually 
the American Youth Commission the American Council 
engaged similar (if somewhat less sophis- 
ticated) research during the This noted not 
much diminish the value the present volume but in- 
troduce one its weaknesses: there has been little attempt 
integrate the findings with other research youth 
with the recent discussions college students such 
Eddy’s The College Influence Student 
Wise’s They Come for the Best Reasons: College Stu- 
dents 

Lazarsfeld seems imply uniqueness newness about 
this material. There doubt that several concepts 
the book are new and unique and that the researchers have 
used ingenuity arriving some their conclusions, 
but one the major contributions the material that 
“fits” with other efforts understand this age group 
general and college students particular. The interesting 
valuable findings are less likely that Ivy League 
students are less interested vocational training than other 
students that Ivy League students feel that there too 
much emphasis athletics, but rather results such 
those implying that there are basic personality components 
cutting across religious, socio-economic and political lines 
which act nuclei for clusters attitudes. 


Rose Goldsen, Morris Rosenberg, Robin Williams, 
Jr., and Edward Suchman, Princeton, New Jersey: Van 
Nostrand Co., Inc., 1960. xxvii 240 pp. $5.95. 

Director, Counseling Center and Associate Professor Psy- 
chology. 

Howard Bell, Youth Tell Their Story, Washington, C.: 
American Council Education, 1938. 

Edward Eddy, The College Influence Student Character, 
Washington, C.: American Council Education, 1959. 

William Wise, They Come for the Best Reasons: College 
Students Today, Washington, C.: American Educa- 
tion, 1958. 
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probably well this point back and become 
more specific about the book. The Preface indicates that 
“The present volume reports some the more general 
findings research program conducted the Cornell 
Values Study.” Most the research based “randomly 
chosen cross-sections the male students each one 
eleven universities that participated the research, some 
4,585 cases.” Other parts the research are based 
2.975 students chosen “fair share” basis from these 
universities make six per cent sample all eleven 
student bodies. For women’s attitudes about 750 Cornell 
women were used the sample. The authors state that 
“This certainly not national sample. selected 
these particular campuses precisely because they are 
adequate selection the most influential types univer- 
sities this country, not the most representative.” The 
meaning this may unclear the reader when dis- 
covers the list eleven universities four Ivy League 
schools but only one southern white school and only two 
schools west the Mississippi. There may also some 
nagging questions about comparisons attitudes the 
different schools when, for instance, about one-half the 
Fisk students (1960 enrollment 285) speak for their 
student body and 488 University Michigan students re- 
spond for more than 15,000. The methods which 
handful students were stratified the huge institutions 
Michigan, Texas, University California-Los Angeles 
and Wayne that departments different educationally 
agriculture physical education and liberal arts were 
effectively represented not described. This course, 
makes replication difficult for becoming apparent 
more research results appear that major within-institution 
differences values exist. institution such UCLA 
Michigan not monolithic encouraging academic, scho- 
lastic and humanistic values with equal vigor all depart- 
ments and schools. Some schools within universities such 
these are frankly oriented primarily vocational way 
and some are consciously unconsciously anti-intellectual. 
The student such program might find difficult de- 
velop the values which the authors this volume feel are 
pretty pervasive throughout higher education. The fact that 
the data were collected 1952 also raises some questions 
about the “benchmark” value the results; since this 
study, the Negro colleges such Fisk have managed 


introduce some standards for American college students 
not all anticipated this investigation. 

Despite these weaknesses, What College Students Think 
does offer insights into possible goal orientations and 
motivational patterns college students. Perhaps great- 
est interest the reader the family life coordinator 
the finding that one-half the students placed “family rela- 
tionships” the top their list expected life satisfac- 
tions while “career occupation” ranked second. The re- 
search seems confirm the occupational choice theory 
Donald Super who has stated that occupations are chosen 
expression the chooser’s self-concept. The authors 
conclude from the data: “Students tend have discerni- 
ble idea the distinctive demands and rewards character- 
istic each occupational field. selecting their careers 
they try pick field work that, they see it, provides 
the kinds rewards and makes the sorts demands that 
they consider compatible with their own values.” the 
same time, almost one-fifth the proportionate sample 
the eleven universities did not know what occupation they 
would enter. 

The data from the Cornell girls indicate very marked 
“career girl” pattern clustered about value nucleus 
non-conformity. almost all attitudinal areas the girls 
who rejected family relationships major source 
satisfaction differed from their more domestically oriented 
classmates, their values tending for the most part 
those males. The career girls, however, were not anti- 
feminist wall-flowers; their dating patterns were almost 
identical with those the other girls. 

The material dating indicates that many students are 
apparently “going through the motions” for the sake 
what they feel the demands the student culture 
(drinking, big parties, dances) while actually preferring 
inwardly small informal get-togethers relaxing type 
where ideas can shared and people can get know each 
other. Girls are more receptive the idea going 
lecture, concert, discussion for date than boys. The 
frequency dating seems have some correlation with 
earlier marriages: the more dates the student has, the 
earlier will predict his marriage date. The authors hypo- 
thesize that boredom with dating itself may press the fre- 
quent dater the next step the courtship process. 

The suspected trend toward the relative unimportance 
“chastity” decisions about marriage confirmed: 
“Less than one man hundred—and not one college 
this the most important criterion (for 
choosing mate). Fewer than one out five men, and one 
out seven women, said was important all.” Inter- 
estingly enough the results indicate that there not 
“double standard” the usual sense the term. There 
not one standard for men and higher one for women but 
rather men set one standard and women set another stand- 
ard for both sexes. 


the area Politics and Economics, those who were 
surveyed apparently feel that college education private 
privilege rather than public right. The authors sum 
their chapters Politics and Economics stating that: 
“Our study suggests, therefore, that the over-all impact 
the college years, least during this period widespread 
conservatism (and rigorous McCarthyism) the country 
large, nurtured conservative economic philosophy, and 
was unsympathetic contrary viewpoint.” This also re- 
flects the findings the chapter National and Interna- 
tional Issues with acceptance the Bill Rights 
principal being the limit the majority’s willingness 
grant freedom for divergent opinions. One interesting con- 
clusion covering several areas, including that Religion, 
that many students agree with personal freedoms and 
open discussion principal but encourage suppression and 
legal restraint when faced with the necessity responding 
actual situations concrete ideas different from their 
own. 

One the intriguing implications the material re- 
ligion that those who are most religiously oriented are 
most willing accept the norms and dominant values 
the social group which they happen and reject 
any non-conformity deviation; the more religious, the 
the intolerance toward any differences, whether 
they kinds people ideas. Also interest the fact 
that for most students religious beliefs are little all 
engaged other aspects the student’s belief system. 
Strong religious beliefs are apparently symptomatic rather 
than causative other values and personality character- 
istics. 

Need for structure vs. tolerance for ambiguity seems 
the axis which these college students can ranged 
and from which accurate predictions can made their 
beliefs and values—from fraternity affiliation and dating 
patterns through political and religious ideologies. The real 
contribution this book not its reporting the atti- 
tudes relatively few college students much the 
additional evidence adds our knowledge how belief 
and value systems interlock and are expressed attitudes. 
The data would seem indicate that only after some de- 
gree personal security has been achieved the individ- 
ual free tolerate ambiguity and admit differences and 
deviations his world. The less his feeling personal 
security, the greater will the individual’s tendency 
structure the world around him line with the standards 
some group which feels part, the greater his 
tendency reject any person, thing idea which does 
not fit these standards, and the more willing 
think terms absolutes and convert social standards 
moral strictures. Further evidence man’s continuing 
search for methods dealing with uncertainty is, seems 
me, the major contribution What College Students 


Think. 
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THE FAMILY LIFE BOOKSHELF 


Tue 


The other day old friend the Brown Trust 
came into the newly remodeled quarters and began 
browse around the library shelves. she muttered, 
“you haven’t very many new books, have you.” 

admit don’t buy books fast like to. 
(There are budgetary reasons for this.) But the sometimes 
sparsely tenanted look our shelves misleading. 
unusually high percentage our books (as specialized 
libraries go) are use most the time. addition, our 
library not entirely housed the Education Center 
Building headquarters the Trust. There also the 
Brown Trust collection the State Library Salem, 
which certainly should thought part our total 
service readers the field family life education. 

And this leads some comments this service, 
appropriate the Family Life and perhaps re- 
vealing some aspects Brown Trust policy not known 
all our readers. the first place, our books may bor- 
rowed anyone who fills out loan card, 
either for personal use for use class study-group. 
Normally these books may kept thirty days, and they 
may renewed. 

the second place, whenever all possible, 
will purchase specially requested books, add them our 
library and loan them the person making the request. 
this connection, are particularly interested hard- 
to-find books books not readily and easily available 
from the standard university and college libraries. 

One other matter. are gradually accumulating quite 
collection clippings relating family life education 
one way another, These are mostly from the so-called 
“popular” magazines and papers; but they have consid- 
erable value for students and possible researchers cer- 
tain areas. addition, course, have files many 
the learned journals the field. 

This not the place present catalog the 
Brown Trust library; but may interesting and 
valuable let our readers know what the most recent 
acquisitions are. During the fiscal year from July 1960 
through June 30, 1961, the following volumes were added 
the library proper: 


hope that facilities other states will developed com- 
parable those currently available 
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W., Personality and Social Encounter. Beacon, 
1961. 

W., New Ways Sex Education. McGraw- 
Hill, 1959. 

Beck, Lester F., Human Growth. Harcourt-Brace, 1949. 
Wives—The Dynamics Married Living. Free Press, 1960. 
Ernest Paut Engagement and Marriage. 
Lippincott, 1953. 

G., Sex, Love and the Bible. Association, 1959. 

Davis, Sex and the Adolescent. Dial, 1958. 

Davis, The Sexual Responsibility Women. Dial, 1956. 

ed., Sex and Religion Today. Association, 1953. 

AND Evetyn, eds., Sex Ways—In Fact and 
Fatih. Association Press, 1961. 

Winston, Premarital Dating Behavior. Holt, 1959. 

JEROME Faca, Sexual Behavior American 
Society. Norton, 1955. 

Lester A., Premarital Intercourse and Interpersonal 
Relations. Julian, 1961. 

H., Man for Every MacMillan, 1960. 

Kurt, Field Theory Social Science. Harper, 1951. 

Mastow, H., Motivation and Personality. Harper, 1954. 

Learning Theory and Behavior. Wiley, 1960. 

Parsons, AND Rosert Family, Socialization and 
Interaction Process. Free Press, 1955. 

And the Poor Get Children. Quadrangle, 1960. 

Ira L., Premarital Sexual Standards America. Free Press 
Glencoe, 1960. 

The Lonely Crowd. Yale University, 1950. 

THERMAN, Lewis The Gifted Child Grows 
Up, Vol. IV. Stanford Univ., 1947. 

Vincent, E., Readings Marriage Counseling. Crowell, 
1957. 

ican Slang. Crowell, 1960. 

Minority. Longmans Green, 1960. 

and the Family. Holt, 1953. 

Rosert F., The Modern Family. Holt, 1952. 

Rosert F., Mate Selection: Study Complementary 
Needs. Harper and Brothers, 1958. 


Since June 30, 1961, have acquired the following: 


B., Emotion and Personality, Vols. Colum- 
bia University Press, 1960. 

the Family. The Free Press Glencoe, 1960. 

Cavan, Rutu S., Marriage and The Family the Modern World. 
Crowell, 1960. 

Jawes S., Adolescent Society. Free Press. 

ALBERT AND ALBERT ABARBANEL, The Encyclopedia Sexual 
Behavior, Vols. Hawthorne, 1961. 

Love and Marriage. Harper and Brothers, 1961. 

Vincent, E., Unmarried Mothers. The Free Press Glencoe, 
Illinois, 1961. 


During the year 1961 the following additions were 
made the Brown Trust collection the Oregon 
State Library, from whence they may borrowed 
the usual way: 


Nett G., Teen-age Living. Houghton, 1960. 

Lawrence S., Marriage and Family Relations. Harper, 1959. 

O., Husbands and Wives, The Dynamics Married 
Living. Free Press, 1960. 

Growing Your Own Way. Abelard, 1959. 

James, The Girl That You Marry. Macrae, 1960. 

Bowman, Henry A., Marriage for Moderns, 4th ed. McGraw-Hill, 
1960. 

Cavan, S., American Marriage, Way Life. Crowell, 1959. 

Cavan, S., Marriage and Family the Modern World. 
Crowell, 1960. 

C., Two Together, Handbook for Your Marriage. 
Crowell, 1959. 

Press, 1960. 

Frances L., Family Money World. Family Service 
Assn., 1957. 

S., What Boy Should Know About Sex. 
Bobbs, 1960. 

Girl Should Know About Sex. 
Bobbs, 1961. 

Hass, Marriage. Muhlenberg, 1960. 

Hartocs, Renatus, How Grow Successfully. Bobbs. 

VERNA, Growing Steady. Warner, 1959. 

Jones, Dr. Curtis, Parents Deserve Know. Macmillan. 

A., Premarital Intercourse and Interpersonal 
Relationships. Julian, 1961. 


T., Personal Adjustment, Marriage and Family 
Living, 3rd ed. Prentice Hall, 1960. 

SAMUEL, ed., Emotional Forces the Family. Lippin- 
cott, 1959. 

Francis E., Courtship and Marriage, rev. ed. Holt, 1959. 

P., Management Family Living, 3rd ed. Wiley, 1959. 

Peterson, James A., Toward Successful Marriage. Scribner, 1960. 

Can This Marriage Saved? Macmillan, 1960. 

KATHLEEN, Your Life the Family. Lippincott, 1959. 

H., For Young Adults Only. Tupper Love, 
1961. 

Roserts, M., How Work With Teen-age Groups. Asso- 
ciation Press, 1959. 

Years. Doubleday, 1960. 

L., Growing Love, Sex and Marriage. Chris- 
topher, 1960. 

Marriage and the Home, Harper, 1959. 

Building Your Home Life. Lippincott, 

M., Adolescence and Discipline: Mental 
Hygiene Primer. Association Press, 1959. 


Really, when you look the total picture this way, 
maybe the Brown Trust isn’t doing too badly, bookwise. 
Remember, you spot some glaring omissions the 
above lists, let know. try remedy the situation 
and even you don’t want borrow the book you sug- 
gest, someone else probably will. 


C.E.A. 


FAMILY-FOCUSED WEDDING CEREMONY 


Oregon State University 


When Karen, our daughter, was planning her wedding 
Lewis Metzler, she came one day and said, “Daddy, 
don’t like the part the wedding ceremony which the 
father gives away the bride. Can’t cut out?” 

said, don’t like either. Let’s cut out.” 

This conversation led further discussion from which 
evolved the suggestion that might take son into our 
family instead giving away daughter. The husband’s 
family might take daughter into theirs the same time. 
this idea was pleasing all concerned, developed 
and used the paragraphs that follow below insert 
the ceremony. They were used immediately after the 
ciant the ceremony had said, now declare you man 
and wife.” 

“Marriage brings into being new family. This the 
meaning the ceremony you have just witnessed. But 
family stands itself alone. exists fabric other 


Professor Family Life. 


families, and draws strength from and gives support 
others becomes part the community families. 
The most important ties for either new established 
family are the ones which unite those one flesh and blood. 

“As token and acknowledgment those ties and 
their mutual interdependence, this husband and wife and 
their parents have expressed wish. their desire 
give visible expression their purpose support and sus- 
tain each other the life before them. 

(the groom’s parents) will you 
take place the side your daughter? Mr. and Mrs. 
(the bride’s parents) will you take place 
the side your son? 

“As pledge your intention will you unite the join- 
ing hands? 

now pronounce you new family. Your unity will 
established and your outreach will extend you show each 
other forbearance and understanding and offer one another 
appreciation and solace good times and bad.” 


the family life coordinator 
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PACIFIC NORTHWEST FAMILY LIFE NEWS AND NOTES 


KIRKENDALL 
Oregon State University, Corvallis, Orgeon 


John Phillips, President the Pacific Northwest 
Council Family Relations, has announced that the 1962 
conference will held the University Puget Sound 
Tacoma, Washington from Thursday evening, March 
through Saturday noon, March 24, 1962. 

David Mace will the main speaker. obtaining him 
the Pacific Northwest Council has secured outstanding 
speaker. Dr. Mace Persident the National Council 
Family Relations, Executive Secretary the American 
Association Marriage Counselors, Vice-President the 
International Union Family Organizations, and Chair- 
man the International Commission Marriage Coun- 
seling. moreover well-known writer the field 
marriage and family. 

Mrs. Carol Stone, Assistant Rural Sociologist, Wash- 
ington State University, Pullman, charge the Re- 
search Section the program. Anyone interested pre- 
senting research paper the conference should write 
Mrs. Stone who will work out details with them. 

Mark March 22-24 your calendar now, and plan 
meet your friends Tacoma these dates. 


The Brown Trust plans revise its classic film 
Human Growth. Curtis Avery would appreciate sug- 
gestions. 


regional Conference the Family for ministers and 
workers Church God parishes Oregon and Wash- 
ington will held the Holiday Park Church God, 
Portland November and Leadership being provided 
James Wade, pastor; Irene Caldwell, Professor 
Christian Education, Warner Pacific College; Carl 
Williams, Director, Development Family Life, National 
Board Christian Education, Anderson, Indiana; and the 
keynote speaker, Lester Kirkendall, Oregon State Uni- 
versity. The conferees will center ministry for families 
and with the problems pastoral counseling. About 150 
conferees are expected attend. 


the request the 1961 Montana legislature, Govern- 
Donald Nutter has appointed committee which 
charged with writing Family Code. One possible outcome 
may bill the next session the legislature raise 


October, 1961 


the legal marriage age. This proposal made effort 
stay the tide teen-age marriages. 


The Interfaith Counseling Center, Park Building, Port- 
land, celebrated the close its third year service 
September. The Center, which supported the relig- 
ious community Portland, and client fees, provides 
professional connseling services personal and/or mar- 
riage problems. has experienced steady growth. Dur- 
ing the past year its staff counselled more than 300 per- 
sons all kinds marital and personal problems. Pro- 
cedures are based concept close cooperation be- 
tween the psychotherapists and the clergy, and emphasize 
the central place that values and religious beliefs have 
the individual’s life. 

interesting aspect the Center’s program the de- 
evolpment group therapy. This major part the 
program, and regarded indispensible the staff. Not 
only are more clients reached, but they are reached 
unique way often not possible individual counseling. 

The staff believes that prevention the “ultimate ther- 
and has maintained active research program. The 
center has grant from the National Institute Mental 
Health for studying hostility. 

Four clinical psychologists, psychiatric social worker, 
psychiatric consultant, and receptionist-secretary make 
the staff. Dr. Vincent Glaudin the Executive Director 
and Dr. Bernard Murstein the Director Research. 

The Center accepts referrals from all professional people 
and constantly seeking expand its participation and 
support the part the religious community. 


James Rollins, Instructor Sociology San Fernan- 
Valley State College, continuing work his disser- 
tation family authority patterns the University 
Oregon during the fall quarter under Danforth Founda- 
tion Fellowship. 


Roberta Frasier, Extension Family Life 
Oregon State University, reports increased interest her 
area work. 

Twenty-six the thirty-six Oregon counties have had 
least one lesson the family life field this year. Five 
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other counties are studying two subjects. Approximately 
15,000 women will have studies some phase family life 
the extension units during 1961. 


Charles Warnath now Director the Counseling 
Center and Associate Professor Psychology Oregon 
State University. continues the teaching his course 
Counseling Procedures the University Oregon 
during the fall and winter quarters. 


George Fetter joined the staff the Department 
Sociology Oregon State University September, 1961, 
where will teach course entitled, Sociology the 
Family. Mr. Fetter was Dean Men and Instructor 
Sociology Linfield College form 1950 1955, and In- 
structor Sociology Central Washington College 
Education, Ellensburg, Washington, from 1955-58. 
then spent two years the department sociology and 
anthropology American University Beirut, Lebanon. 
Mr. Fetter took his doctorate sociology Cornell 
University where Leonard Cottrell was his major professor. 


Larry Barnett Los Angeles, graduate student 
the Department Family Life, Oregon State University, 
beginning research sources opposition and com- 
mon arguments against interracial dating. Subjects will 
Oregon State University students. Mr. Barnett working 
toward Master’s degree Family Life 


Conference Early Marriage and the Modern Family 


will held Portland State College, November 13-14, 
1961 under the joint sponsorship the Brown Trust 


and Portland State College. The conferees will hear three 
main speakers: Rev. William Genné, Executive Director, 
Department Family Life, National Council Churches 
Christ the U.S.A., who will speak the problems and 
goals facing the modern family; Arthur Gravatt, Assistant 
Professor Sociology, Willamette University, who will 
discuss what now being done meet the problems; and 
Lester Kirkendall, Oregon State University, who will 
suggest some further steps. Dr. Hugh Skinner, State 
Board Health; Theodore Johannis, Jr., University 
Oregon; Larry Ranton, Executive Secretary, Govern- 
or’s Committee Children and Youth; Mrs. Roberta 
Frasier, Family Life Specialist, Extension Service, Ore- 
gon State University; Gertrude Houk Fariss, Director, 
Helen’s Hall; and Robert Boyd, Chief Psychologist, Port- 
land Community Clinic will act discussants. 


Lisa Kahn, member the Family Life Education 
staff the Seattle Public School spending year 
Germany observing new trends Her husband 
and family are with her. Mrs. Elvie Watts, another the 
staff members taking leave absence for the year 
study the adult education field with Malcolm Knowles 
Boston University. 


Thomas Poffenberger, formerly Extension Specialist 
Family Life, Oregon State University, and his family are 
now India. Tom will serve for two years the child de- 
velopment field the University Baroda, Baroda, India. 
Upon his return the United States, Tom will join the 
staff State University, Ames, 


the family life coordinator 
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INDEX—VOLUMES I-X, 1952-1961 


AUTHORS 


Joan. Study Parental Role Functions. (2, April, 
1961), pp. 43-44. 

Ben Basic Books Sex for Family Life Educators. (3, 
July, 1961), pp. 63-68. 

Avery, Curtis Birth Baby. (1, March, 1952), pp. 1-3. 

Editorial. (3, March, 1956), 

Counseling and Advising: Editorial Comment, (1, Sep- 
tember, 1958), pp. 15-16. 

The Family Life Bookshelf. (4, June, 1957), 116; (4, 

June, 1958), pp. 63-64; (3, March, 1959), pp. 54-56; (3, 

March, 1960), pp. 64-66; (2, April, 1961), pp. 45-46; (4, Oc- 

tober, 1961) pp. 87-88. 

and Theodore Johannis, Jr. From the Editors. (4, June, 

1956), 

Introducing “Early Marriage.” (1-2, September-December, 

1960), pp. 3-5. 

Report from Group Two (from meeting the Oregon 

Coordinating Council Social Hygiene and Family Life). (4, 

June, 1954), pp. 3-4. 

Toward Understanding Sex Education Oregon. 

(1, September, pp. 1-10. 

Toward Understanding the Problems Early Marriage. 

(2, April, 1961), pp. 27-34. 

The Use Films for Family Life Education. (1, Septem- 

ber, 1954), pp. 1-5. 

Introduce Ourselves Again. (4, September, 1952). 

See David Brody. 

See Theodore Johannis, Jr. 

See Lester Kirkendall. 

See Adolph Weinzirl. 

Beck, Isabel Social Perception, Age, Sex, and Sibling Rank. 
(3-4, March-June, 1961), pp. 49-51. 

Donald. Report from Group One (from meeting the 
Oregon Coordinating Council Social Hygiene and Family Life). 
(4, June, 1954), pp. 1-2. 

Keith Preface (to Film Guide Issue). (1, September, 
1955). 


Intimacy Attitudes. (3, March, 1960), pp. 61-63. 

Jean. Report Evaluation Session (from meeting the 
Oregon Coordinating Council Social Hygiene and Family 
Life). (4, June, 1954), pp. 5-7. 

Leonard. See Robert Bell. 

30WERMAN, Charles Attitude Norms About Optimum Size 
Family. (3, March, pp. 8-12. 

Mary and Donald Derby. Uses and Objectives Educa- 
tional Films. (1, September, 1955), pp. 5-7. 

Bropy, David and Curtis Avery. Human Development and 
Family Education. (4, June, pp. 112-115. 

Bropy, David S., Ulista Brooks and Ruby Bunnell. Supervised Ex- 
perience: Technique for Training Lay Leaders Parent Edu- 
cation. (3, March, 1956). pp. 13-22. 

Brooks, Ulista. See David Brody. 

Brown, Bruce Ministerial Marriage Counseling Lower- 
Class Setting. (1, September, pp. 10-15. 

Comment Author. (1, September, 1958), 16. 


Charles The Older Person, The Family and Church: 
Selected References. (4, June, 1960), pp. 71-77. 

Ruby. See David Brody. 

Lee Research Young Marriage: Implications for 
Family Life Education. (1-2, September-December, 1960), pp. 

School Policies and School Age Marriages. (3, March, 
1960), pp. 43-48, 

Brock. Adding Skill Statesmanship. (2, October, 
1954), pp. 1-5. 

The Family: Basic Unit Social Learning. (4, June, 

1956), pp. 2-15. 

Being Mature Parent. (2, December, 1956), pp. 32- 


45. 

Father Van The Changing Role the Father. (1, 
Setember, 1956), pp. 24-28. 

CHRISTOPHERSON, Victor College Marriage Public and Private 
Institutions Higher Education, 1943-1958. (3, March, 1960), 
pp. 49-52. 

Robert Value Theory Mate Selection. (3, July, 
1961), pp. 51-54. 

Crum, Elba. Family Life Education Seattle. (1, September, 
1957), 14. 

Kenneth The Meaning “Leisure”: Analysis 
Community Studies. (1, January, 1961), pp. 3-16. 

and Theodore Johannis, Jr. Research the Family and 

Leisure: Review and Critique Selected Studies. (1-2, 

September-December, 1960), pp. 25-32. 

See Theodore Johannis, Jr. 

Curry, John. See Richard Littman. 

Donald. See Mary Bowman. 

Drum, Will. Recognizing Behavior Problems Children. 
February, 1954), pp. 3-6. 

Teaching Family Life Education Over Television. (4, 
June, 1957), pp. 110-111. 

Marvin What Teen-agers Can’t Tell Parents and Why. 
(3, March, 1956), pp. 3-7. 

David and Ivan Nye. The Nagging Parent. (1, Septem- 
ber, 1959), pp. 8-10. 

Spurgeon. The Individual and the Family Setting. 
(4, June, 1959), pp. 59-63. 

Arthur. (Editor) Pacific Northwest Family Life News 
and Notes. (2, December, pp. 22-25; (3, March, 
pp. 26-26; (4, June, 1956), pp. (1, September, 1956), 
pp. 29-31; (2, December, 1956), pp. 64-65; (3, March, 1957), 
pp. 95-96; (4, June, 1957), 115; (1, September, 1957), 
(2, December, 1957), 18; (3, March, 1958), 39; 
(4, June, 1958), 50; (1, September, 1958), 16; (2, 

December, 1958), pp. (3, March, 1959), 56; (4, 

June, pp. 75-76. 

Teaching Technique for Course Marriage and the 
Family: The Survey the Married Student Population. (2, 
December, 1958) pp. 26-27. 

Gravatt, Arthur Exploratory Study Marital Adjustment 
Later Maturity. (2, December, pp. 23-25. 

Carl. The Salem Marriage Clinic. (3, March, 1960), 
pp. 58-59. 


the family life coordinator 


Groves, Gladys Preparing Young People for Marriage. (2, 
May, 1952), pp. 1-5. 

Frank Problems the Organization Health and Human 
Relations (Sex Education) the Public Schools. (2, Decem- 
ber, 1958), pp. 19-20. 

JoHANNIs, Theodore Jr., and Kenneth Cunningham. Concep- 
tions Use Non-Work Time: Individual, Husband-Wife, 
Parent-Child and Family—A Methodological Note. Decem- 
ber, pp. 34-36. 

Theodore Jr. The Family Life (2, Decem- 
ber, 1958, pp. 29-30; (2, December, 1959), 37; (1, January, 
1961), pp. 23-24; (3, July, 1961), pp. 69-70. 

The Marital Adjustment Sample Married College 

Students. (4, June, 1956, pp. 24-31. 

College Students and Their Honeymoon. (3, 

March, 1959), pp. 39-40. 

and Curtis Avery. The New Family Life Coordinator. 

(3-4, March-June, 1961), 39. 

Participation Fathers, Mothers and Teenage Sons and 

Daughters Selected Child Care and Control Activity. (2, 

December, 1957), pp. 31-32. 

Participation Fathers, Mothers and Teenage Sons and 

Daughters Selected Family Economic Activity. (1, Septem- 

ber, 1957), pp. 15-16. 

Participation Fathers, Mothers and Teenage Sons and 

Daughters Selected Household Tasks. (4, June, 1958), pp. 

61-62. 

.Participation Fathers, Mothers and Teenage Sons and 

Daughters Selected Social Activity. (2, December, pp. 

Sample Married College Students and Their Income. 

(3, November, 1954), pp. 1-10. 

Sample Married College Students and Aspects Their 

Sexual Adjustment. (4, January, 1955), pp. 1-9. 

and James Rollins. Teenager Perception Family De- 

cision (4, June, pp. 70-74. 

Teaching Technique: Editorial Comment. (2, Decem- 

ber, 1958), pp. 27-28. 

and James Rollins. Teenager Perception Family De- 

cision Making About Social Activity. (3, March, 1960), pp. 

59-60. 

and Walter Martin. Trends Marital Status Sex 

the State Oregon, 1890 1950. (6, March, 1955), pp. 8-17. 

See Curtis Avery. 

See Kenneth Cunningham. 

Lester and Curtis Avery. Ethics and Interper- 
sonal Relationships. (6, March, 1955), pp. 1-7. 

Lester Film Discussion Guide: Embryology 
Human Behavior. (1, September, 

and Irving Tebor. Film Discussion Guide: Life With Baby. 

(1, September, 1955). 

Helping Parents Become Better Sex Educators. (3, May, 

1954), pp. 3-11. 

Highlights Family Relations Meet. (2, March, 

1954), pp. 3-5. 

Married Undergraduates the Campus: Appraisal. 

(2, December, 1956), pp. 54-63. 

(Editor) Pacific Northwest Family Life News and Notes. 

(1, September, 1959), pp. 14-16; (2, December, 1959), pp. 

38-40; (3, March, 1960), pp. 67-68; (4, June, 1960), pp. 

82-83 (1-2, September-December, 1960), pp. 35-36; (1, 

January, 1961), pp. 21-22; (2, April, 1961), pp. 47-48; 

(3, July, 1961), pp. 71-72; (4, October, 1961), pp. 89-90. 

Semantics and Sexual Communication. (4, June, 1959), 

pp. 63-65. 

Vitalizing Frames Reference Teaching Family Living. 

(3, July, 1961), pp. 59-62. 

Where Should Sex Education? (2,, December, 
1957), pp. 19-23. 

Kovarsky, Irving. The Absolute Divorce the Pacific Northwest. 
(3, March, 1959), pp. 41-53. 
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Laws Dissolving Marriage the Pacific Northwest. (3, 

March, 1958), pp. 40-48. 

Marital Laws the Pacific Northwest. (3, March, 
pp. 66-94 and 97-103. 

Shirley. Teaching Family Living Junior High. (4, 

June, 1959), pp. 66-69. 

Paul Can Family Life Improved? (4, June, 1957), 
pp. 105-109. 

Virginia Sources Menstrual Information—A Compari- 
son Age Groups. (2, April, 1961), pp. 41-43. 
Margie Background Story. (5, December, 1952), pp. 1-4. 
Editorial Notes. (2, May, 1952), 31; (4, September, 

1952), 28. 

Family Life and the 1960 White House Conference. (3, 

March, 66. 

Sex Context: The Psycho-Social Focus Brown 
Trust Research, 1949-1959. (2, December, 1959), pp. 19-33. 
Eduard. Elements Family Strength. (4, September, 

1952), pp. 1-10. 

Richard A., John Curry, and John Pierce-Jones. 
Parents for Help. 6(1, September, 1957), pp. 3-9. 

Debi College Student Conception the Roles the 
Husband and Wife Family Decision-Making. (3-4, March- 
June, 1961), pp. 43-46. 

operative Preschools. (3-4, March-June, 1961), pp. 52-54. 

Martin, Walter See Theodore Johannis, Jr. 

Jennelle. P-TA Action the Sex Deviate Problem. 
(2, May, 1952), pp. 6-9. 

Louis Started with Quesion. (3-4, March-June, 
1951), pp. 47-48. 

Ivan. Some Family Attitudes and Psychosomatic Illness 
Adolescents. 6(2, December, 1957), pp. 26-30. 

What Patterns Family Life. (2, December, 1955), pp. 

12-17. 

See David Ellis. 

Ernest Dilemmas Family Living—A Skeptic’s View- 
point. (2, April, 1961), pp. 35-40. 

John. See Richard Littman. 

Thomas. The Federal Cooperative Extension Serv- 
ice Oregon and its Family Life Program. (3, July, 1952), 
pp. 1-7. 

Lesson for Group Leaders from “Palmour Street.” (2, 

December, 1955), pp. 5-11. 

Preparing for Marriage This Atomic Age. (1, Sep- 

tember, 1959), pp. 11-13. 

Sex-Courting Concerns Class Twelfth Grade Girls. 
(4, October, 1961), pp. 75-81. 

Prevy, Esther Family Life Educaaion the Kansas City, Mis- 
Public Schools. (4, June, 1958), pp. 54-56. 

Prince, Alfred Attitudes College Students Toward Inter- 
Faith Marriage. (1, September, pp. 11-23. 

and Gordon Shipman. College Students Toward 

Premarital Sex Experience. (4, June, 1958), pp. 57-60. 

Factors Mate Selection. (3, July, 1961), pp. 55-58. 

James Abstracts Articles Related “Supervised 
Experience: Technique for Training Lay Leaders Parent 
Education” (3, March, 1956), pp. 23-24. 

Notes the Measurement Marital Happiness. (1, 

January, 1961), pp. 19-21. 

See Theodore Johannis, Jr. entries) 

Gordon. See Alfred Prince. 

Walter and Carol Stone. Factors Associated with 
Family Affection Patterns. 7(2, December, 1958), pp. 21-24. 

Occupational Decision-Making High School and College 

Girls. (2, December, 1956), pp. 46-53. 

Some Factors Associated with Happiness Unbroken 
Homes. (3, March, 1958), pp. 35-39. 

Patricia Some Observations Family Life Education 
the Secondary Level. (4, June, 1958), pp. 51-53. 


Carol Family Factors High School Drop-Outs. (4, 
June, 1956), pp. 16-23. 


Living Arrangements and Social Adjustment the Aged. 

(1, September, 1957), pp. 12-14. 

Some Family Characteristics Socially Active and Inactive 

Teenagers. (3, March, 1960), pp. 53-57. 

See Walter Slocum. 

Irving. Film Discussion Guide: Life With Junior. 
September, 1955), pp. 47-48. 

Male Virgins: Conflicts and Group Support American 
Culture. (3-4, March-June, pp. 40-42. 

See Lester Kirkendall. 

Treat, David Generation Prepared Parents. (1, Septem- 
ber, 1958), pp. 3-9. 

Reproduction Education. (1, September, 1959), pp. 3-8. 

Trost, Frep J., Group Dynamics, the School and Delinquency. 
(4, October, 1961), pp. 82-84. 

Tucker, Sylvia. For Sale—Successful Family Life. (3, March, 
pp. 35-38. 

Paul Sample Married College Students and As- 
pects Their In-Law Relationships. (2, December, 1955), pp. 
18-21. 

Charles Adlerian Family Counseling: Manual for 
Counseling Centers—A Review. (1, January, 1961), pp. 17-18. 

hat College Students Think—A Review. (4, October, 
1961), pp. 85-86. 

Adolph. Communication—the Core Our Council. 
(1, February, 1954), pp. 1-2. 

and Curtis Avery. Fresh Look VD. (1, Septem- 

ber, 1957), pp. 

Harmonious Communication and Comfortable Coordina- 

tion. (1, September, Forward. 


SUBJECTS 


AND Booxs: Reviews and Notes 


ADLERIAN MANUAL FoR COUNSELING CEN- 
Review. Charles Warnath. (1, January, 1961), pp. 
17-18. 

(3, July, 1961), pp. 63-68. 

Tue Lire Curtis Avery. (Ed.) (4, June, 
1957), 116; (4, June, 1958), pp. 63-64; (3, March, 1959), 
pp. 54-56; (3, March, 1960), pp. 64-66; (2, April, 1961), pp. 
45-46; Theodore Johannis, Jr. (Ed.) (2, December, 1958), 
pp. 29-30; (2, December, 1959), 37; (1, January, 1961), 
23-24; (3, July, 1961), pp. 69-70. 

From (1, March, 1952), pp. 5-8; (2, 
May, 1952), pp. 10-13; (3, July, 1952), pp. 8-11; (4, Sep- 
tember, 1952), pp. 11-15. 

Founp THE Rack. (1, March, 1952), pp. 17-19; 
(2, May, 1952), pp. 27-30; (3, July, 1952), pp. 25-27. 

Books. (2, March, 1954), pp. 7-8; (1, Sep- 
tember, 1954), pp. 6-9; (3, November, 1954), pp. 11-12. 

Kenneth Cunningham. (1, January, 1961), pp. 3-16. 

Charles Buck. (4, June, 1960), pp. 71-77. 

anp Community. (5, December, 1952). 

Pace. (1, March, 1952), 20; (4, September, 
1952), pp. 27-28. 

Johannis, Jr. (1-2, September-December, 1960), pp. 25-32. 

Lee Burchinal. (1-2, September-December, 
1960), pp. 6-24. 


Trust Margie Lee. (2, December, 
1959), pp. 19-33. 

Stupents Review. Charles Warnath. 
(4, October, 1961), pp. 85-86. 


Reviews and Notes 
AND Reviews and Notes 


Marriage and Family 


ADLERIAN MANUEL FoR CEN- 
Review. Charles Warnath. (1, January, 1961), 
pp. 17-18. 

1961), pp. 47-48. 

MINISTERIAL MARRIAGE COUNSELING SETTING. 
Bruce (1, September, 1958), pp. 10-16. 

CONFERENCE CHILDREN AND (1-2, Septem- 
ber-December, 1960), pp. 33-34. 

Carl Greider. (3, March, 1960), 
pp. 58-59. 

Parents For Richard Littman, John Curry, 
John Pierce-Jones. (1, September, 1957), pp. 3-9. 

1960 House RECOMMENDATIONS THE 
(4, June, 1960), pp. 

September-December, 1960), 


Marital 


Tue Divorce THE Nortuwest. Irving Ko- 
varsky. (3, March, 1959), pp. 41-53. 

FLATHEAD MINISTERIAL Divorce Rate 
County. (1-2, September-December, 1960), 36. 

Kovarsky. (3, March, 1958), pp. 40-48. 

IMPLICATIONS FOR FAMILY LIFE 
Lee Burchinal. (1-2, September-December, 
1960), pp. 

Avery. (2, April, 1961), pp. 27-34. 

1950. Theodore Johannis, Jr. and Walter Martin. (6, 
March, 1955), pp. 8-17. 

September-December, 1960), 


ECONOMICS AND THE FAMILY 


Tue Lire 7(2, December, 1958), pp. 29-30. 

Tue Lire Theodore Johannis, Jr. (2, De- 
cember, 1959), 37. 

Walter Slocum. (2, December, 1956), pp. 46-53. 

AND TEENAGE SONS AND 
SELECTED Economic Activity. Theodore 
Johannis, Jr. (1, September, 1957), pp. 15-16. 

Johannis, Jr. and James Rollins. (4, June, 1959), pp. 70-74. 


EDUCATION AND THE Preschool 


TECHNIQUE FOR TRAINING LEADERS PARENT 
James Rollins. (3, March, 1956), pp. 23-24. 

William (3-4, March-June, 1961), pp. 52-54. 

Tue Lire Curtis Avery. (4, June, 1957), 
116. 

THE EXTENSION SERVICE OREGON AND 
Lire Procram. Thomas Poffenberger. (3, July, 1952), 
pp. 1-7. 
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May, 1952), pp. 1-5. 

PROBLEMS THE ORGANIZATION HEALTH AND 
(2, December, 1958), pp. 19-20. 

TECHNIQUE FOR TRAINING LAY LEADERS 
Parent Epucation. David Brody. (3, March, 1956), pp. 
13-22. 


AND THE Elementary 


TECHNIQUE FOR TRAINING LEADERS 
James Rollins. (3, March, 1956), pp. 23-24. 

Lire Curtis Avery. (4, June, 1957), 
116. 

Lire Procram. Thomas Poffenberger. (3, July, 1952), 
pp. 1-7. 

May, 1952), pp. 1-5. 

PROBLEMS THE ORGANIZATION HEALTH AND RELATIONS 
December, 1958), pp. 19-20. 

February, 1954), pp. 3-6. 

EXPERIENCE: TECHNIQUE FOR TRAINING Lay LEADERS 
Parent David Brody. (3, March, 1956), pp. 
13-22. 

UNDERSTANDING THE EARLY Curtis 
Avery. (2, April, 1961), pp. 27-34. 


EDUCATION AND THE Junior High 


TECHNIQUE FOR TRAINING Lay LEADERS PARENT 
James Rollins. (3, March, 1956), pp. 23-24. 

Osborne. (2, April, pp. 35-40. 

Lire Curtis Avery. (4, Jure, 1957), 
116. 

THE EXTENSION SERVICE OREGON AND ITs 
Lire Thomas Poffenberger. (3, July, 1952), 
pp. 1-7. 

May, 1952), pp. 1-5. 

PROBLEMS THE ORGANIZATION HEALTH AND Human 
(2, Decmeber, 1958), pp. 19-20, 

February, 1954), pp. 3-6. 

Parent David Brody. (3, March, 1956). pp. 
13-22. 

June, 1959), pp. 66-69. 


AND THE High School 


TECHNIQUE FOR TRAINING Lay LEADERS PARENT 
James Rollins. (3, March 1956), pp. 23-24. 

Osborne. (2, April, 1961), pp. 35-40. 

(4, June, 1956), pp. 16-23. 

Lire Curtis Avery. (4, June, 1957), 
116. 

Esther Prevey. (4, June, 1958), pp. 54-56. 

EXTENSION SERVICE OREGON AND ITs 
Lire Procram. Thomas Poffenberger. (3, July, 1952), 
pp. 1-7. 


October, 1961 


For Sylvia Tucker. (3, March, 
1959), pp. 35-38. 

THE INDIVIDUAL AND THE Settinc. Spurgeon English. 
(4, June, 1959), pp. 59-63. 

AND TEENAGE SONS AND 
Theodore Johannis, Jr. (2, December, 1957), pp. 31-32. 

MoTHERS AND TEENAGE SONS AND 
SELECTED Economic Activity. Theodore 
Johannis, (1, September, 1957), pp. 15-16. 

AND TEENAGE SONS AND 
hannis, Jr. (4, June, 1958). pp. 61-62. 

AND TEENAGE SONS AND 
Jr. (2, December, 1958), pp. 24-25. 

berger. (1, September, 1959), pp. 11-13. 

(2, December, 1958). pp. 19-20. 

February, 1954), pp. 3-6. 

Lee Burchinal, (1-2, September-December, 1960, 
pp. 6-24. 

(3, March, 1960), pp. 43-48. 

Patricia Smith. (4, June, 1958, pp. 51-53. 

TECHNIQUE FOR TRAINING Lay LEADERS 
Parent Epucation. David Brody. (3, March, 1956), pp. 
13-22. 

Johannis, Jr. and James Rollins. (4, June, 1959), pp. 70-74. 

Activity. Theodore Johannis, Jr. and James Rollins. (3, 
March, 1960, pp. 59-60. 


AND THE College 


TECHNIQUE FOR TRAINING Lay LEADERS PARENT 
James Rollins. (3, March, 1956), pp. 23-24. 

Tue Lire Curtis Avery. (4, June, 1957), 
116. 

(4, June, 1959), pp. 59-63. 

Tuts Atomic Ace. Thomas Poffen- 
berger. (1, September, 1959), pp. 11-13. 

THE ORGANIZATION HEALTH AND Human 
(2, December, 1958), pp. 19-20. 

TECHNIQUE FOR TRAINING Lay LEADERS 
Parent Epucation. David Brody. (3, March, 1956), pp. 
13-22. 

Lire Over Will Drum. 
(4, June, 1957), pp. 110-111. 

TECHNIQUE FOR MARRIAGE AND THE 
Arthur Glogau. (2, December, 1958), pp. 26-27. 

Theodore Johannis, Jr. (2, Decem- 
ber, 1958), pp. 27-28. 

Lester Kirkendall. (3, July, 1961), pp. 59-62. 


Sex 


PERIENCE. Prince and Gordon Shipman. (4, June, 
1958), pp. 57-60. 

(3, July, 1961), pp. 63-68. 


Tue Lire Curtis Avery. (4, June, 1958), 
pp. 63-64; (2, April, 1961), pp. 45-46; Theodore Johannis, 
Jr. (3, July, 1961), pp. 69-70. 

Loox VD. Adolph Weinzirl and Curtis Avery. 
(1, September, 1957), pp. 10-11. 

Kirkendall. (3, May, 1954), pp. 3-11. 

THE ORGANIZATION HEALTH AND Human 
(2, December, 1958), pp. 19-20. 

P-TA THE Sex Deviate Jennelle Moorhead. 
(2, May, 1952), pp. 6-9. 

Repropuction Epucation. David Treat. (1, September, 1959), 
pp. 3-8. 

YouNG IMPLICATIONS FOR FAMILY LIFE 
Lee Burchinal. (1-2, September,-December, 
1960), pp. 6-24. 

SEMANTICS AND SExUAL Lester Kirkendall. 
(4, June, 1959), pp. 63-65. 

Trust 1949-1959. Margie Lee. (2, Deceber, 1959), 
pp. 19-33. 

Sources MENSTRUAL INFORMATION—A AGE 
Groups. Virginia Larsen. (2, April, 1961), pp. 41-43. 

Avery. (1, September, 1956), pp. 1-10. 

Wuere Sex Epucation. Lester Kirkendall. 
(2, December, 1957), pp. 19-23. 


Leonard Blumberg. (3, March, 1960), pp. 61-63. 

Factors Mate Alfred Prince. (3, July, 1961), 
pp. 55-58. 

Irving Tebor. (3-4, March-June, 1961), pp. 40-42. 

July, 1961), pp. 51-54. 


Lire Honeymoon 


Johannis, Jr. (3, March, 1959), pp. 39-40. 


Lire Early Marriage 


Rollins. (1, January, 1961), pp. 19-21. 


Lire Child Bearing 


Bowerman. (3, March, pp. 8-12. 


Lire Child Rearing 


Tue Unit Learninc. Brock Chisholm. 
(4, June, 1956), pp. 2-15. 

Mature Parent. Brock Chisholm. (2, December, 
1956), pp. 32-45. 

Report Jean Bloom. (4, June, 1954), 
pp. 5-7. 

Report Group Donald Beegle. (3, June, 1954), 
pp. 1-2. 

Report Group Two. Curtis Avery. (4, June, 1954), 
pp. 3-4. 


Lire Launching 


PARTICIPATION AND TEENAGE SONS AND 
Theodore Johannis, Jr. (2, December, 1957), pp. 31-32. 

PARTICIPATION MOTHERS AND TEENAGE SONS AND 


SELECTED Economic Activity. Theodore 
Johannis, Jr. (1, September, 1957), pp. 15-16. 

PARTICIPATION MoTHERS AND TEENAGE SONS AND 
SELECTED Tasks. Theodore Johan- 
nis, Jr. (4, June, 1958), pp. 61-62. 

FATHERS, AND TEENAGE SONS AND 
Jr. (2, December, 1958), pp. 24-25. 

cence. Ivan Nye. (2, December, 1957), pp. 26-30. 

Some CHARACTERISTICS ACTIVE AND 
TIVE TEENAGERS. Carol Stone. (3, March, 1960), pp. 53-57. 

tis Avery. (2, April, 1961), pp. 27-34. 


Lire Aging 


Arthur Gravatt. (2, December, 1957), pp. 23-25. 

ARRANGEMENTS AND ADJUSTMENT THE AGED. 
Carol Stone. (1, September, 1957), pp. 12-14. 

Person, THE AND SELECTED REFER- 
Charles Buck. (4, June, 1960), pp. 71-77. 


Husband-Wife 
See Marriage: Husband-Wife Relationships. 


RELATIONSHIPS: Parent-Child 


Review. Charles Warnath. (1, January, 1961), 
pp. 17-18. 

William (3-4, March-June, 1961), pp. 52-54. 

June, 1956), pp. 2-15. 

Lee. (3, March, 1960), 66. 

Tue Curtis Avery. (3, March, 1959), 
pp. 54-56. 

Parent. David Ellis and Ivan Nye. (1, Septem- 
ber, 1959), pp. 8-10. 

Mature Parent. Brock Chisholm. (2, December, 
1956), pp. 32-45. 

AND TEENAGE SONS AND 
Jr. (2, December, 1958), pp. 24-25. 

Report Session. Jean Bloom. (4, June, 1954), 
pp. 5-7. 

Report Group One. Donald Beegle. (4, June, 1954), pp. 

Group Curtis Avery. (4( June, 1954), 
pp. 

Epucation. David Treat. (1, September, 1959), 
pp. 3-7. 

Some Factors witH UNBROKEN 
Homes. Walter Slocum. (3, March, 1958), pp. 35-39. 

Some CHARACTERISTICS SOCIALLY ACTIVE AND INACTIVE 
Carol Stone. (3, March, 1960), pp. 53-57. 

April, 1961), pp. 41-43. 

Stupy Functions. Joan Aldous. (2, April, 1961), 
pp. 43-44. 

Activity. Theodore Johannis, Jr. and James Rollins. 
(3, March, 1960), pp. 

Dubbé. (3, March, 1956), pp. 3-7. 


Sibling 


Perception, AND Rank. Isabel Beck. 
(3-4, March-June, 1961), pp. 49-51. 
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Discussion (1, September, 1956). Age Tur- 
moil; Are You Ready for Marriage; Choosing for Happiness; 
Choosing Your Marriage Partner; Emotional Health; Family 
Circles; Farewell Childhood; Fears Children; First Les- 
sons; Gossip; How You Know It’s Love; Human Beginnings; 
Human Growth; Human Reproduction; Time Trouble; 
Takes All Kinds; Jealousy; Marriage Partnership; Mar- 
riage Today; The Meaning Adolescence; The Meaning 
Engagement; Meeting the Needs Adolescents; Palmour Street; 
Physical Aspects Puberty; Preface Life; Right 
Wrong—Making Moral Decisions; Roots Happiness; Social- 
Sex Attitudes Adolescence; This Charming Couple; Who’s 
Boss; Who’s Right? 

ber-December, 1960), pp. 3-5. 

(1, February, 1954), pp. 11-12; (2, 
October, 1954), pp. 6-11. 

Books. (1, March, 1952), pp. 13-17; 
(2, May, 1952), pp. 18-26; (3, July, 1952), pp. 16-24; (4( 
September, 1952), pp. 19-26. 

Poffenberger. (2, December, 1955), pp. 5-11. 

Prerace (to Keith Bell. (1, September, 
1955), pp. 1-4. 

(1, September, 1954), pp. 1-5. 

Uses AND Mary Bowman and 
Donald Derby. (1, September, 1955), pp. 5-7. 


In-Law Paul (2, December, 1955), 
18-21. 


AND THE FAMILY 


varsky. (3, March, 1959), pp. 41-53. 

Kovarsky. (3, March, 1958), pp. 40-48. 

March 1957), pp. 66-94; 97-103. 

September-December, 1960), 


LEISURE AND THE FAMILY 


Theodore Johannis, Jr. and Kenneth Cunningham. (2, 
December, 1959), pp. 34-36. 

Famity Theodore Johannis, Jr. (1, 
January, 1961), pp. 23-24. 

THE MEANING ANALYSIS COMMUNITY STUDIES. 
Kenneth Cunningham. (1, January, 1961), pp. 3-16. 

PARTICIPATION FATHERS, MoTHERS AND TEENAGE SONS AND 
DAUGHTERS SELECTED Activity. Theodore Johannis, 
Jr. (2, December, 1958), pp. 24-25). 

RESEARCH THE FAMILY AND AND CRITIQUE 
SELECTED Kenneth Cunningham and Theodore 
Johannis, Jr. (1-2, September-December, pp. 25-32. 

Activity. Theodore Johannis, Jr. and James Rollins. (3, 
March, 1960), pp. 59-60. 


High School 


RESEARCH YouNG IMPLICATIONS FOR FAMILY LIFE 
1960), pp. 6-24, 


October, 1961 


(3, March, 1960), pp. 43-48. 

UNDERSTANDING THE PROBLEMS EARLY Curtis 
Avery. (2, April, 1961), pp. 27-34. 


College 


ATTITUDES COLLEGE STUDENTS INTER-FAITH 
Alfred Prince. (1, September, 1956), pp. 11-23. 

MARRIAGE AND PRIVATE INSTITUTIONS HIGHER 
1943-1958. Victor Christopherson. (3, March, 
1960), pp. 49-52. 

StuDENT CONCEPTIONS THE ROLES THE 
March-June, 1961), pp. 43-46. 

Theodore Johannis, Jr. (4, June, 1956), pp. 24-31. 

STUDENTS AND THEIR Theodore 
Johannis Jr. (3, March, 1959), pp. 39-40. 

Kirkendall. (2, December, pp. 54-63. 

Theodore Johannis, Jr. (4, January, 
1955), pp. 1-9. 

Theodore Johannis, Jr. (3, November, 1954), pp. 1-10. 

1958) pp. 27-28. 

TECHNIQUE FoR MARRIAGE AND THE 
Arthur Glogau. (2, December, 1958), pp. 26-27. 


Husband-Wife Relationships 


March-June, 1961), pp. 43-46. 

Arthur Gravatt. (2, December, 1957), pp. 23-25. 

THE 1960 House Conrerence. Margie 
Lee. (3, March, 1960), 66. 

INDIVIDUAL AND THE Spurgeon English. 
(4, June, 1959), pp. 59-63. 


Status 


1950. Theodore Johannis, Jr. and Walter Martin. (6, 
March, 1955), pp. 8-17. 


MISCELLANEOUS 


SKILL STATESMANSHIP. Brock Chisholm. (2, October, 
1954), pp. 1-5. 

CoMMUNICATION—THE Core Our Adolph Weinzirl. 
(1, February, 1954), pp. 1-2. 

COMMUNICATION AND COMFORTABLE COORDINATION. 
Adolph (1, September, 1954), Forward. 

HEREDITY AND THE Lire. (2, December, 1955), pp. 2-4. 

Human AND Lire Epucation. David 
Brody. (4, June, 1957), pp. 112-115. 


News 


THE (1, March, 1952), pp. 8-12; (2, May, 1952), 
pp. 13-17; (3, July, 1952), pp. 12-16; (4, September, 1952), 
pp. 15-19; (1, February, 1954), pp. 7-10; (2, March, 1954), 

Story. Margie Lee. (5, December, 1952), pp. 1-4. 

Curtis Avery. (1, March, 1952), pp. 1-3. 

WELFARE Services (4, June, 1960), 
pp. 77-78. 

(2, March, 1954), pp. 3-5. 


AND Margie Lee. (3, July, 1952), 
pp. 29-30. 

Get ACQUAINTED WITH THE OREGON STATE HEALTH. 
(2, May, 1952), 

Ger THE OREGON TUBERCULOSIS AND 
(3, July, 1952), pp. 7-8. 

Ler’s Ger THE Brown Trust. (4, Sep- 
tember, 1952), 11. 

Tue New Lire Theodore Johannis, Jr. 
and Curtis Avery. (3-4, March-June, 1961), 39. 

(4, June, 1954), pp. 7-8. 

(5, February, 1955), pp. 1-11; (4, June, 
1957), 104; (3, March, 1958), 34; (2, December, 1959), 
33; (3, March, 1960), 48. 

Paciric Lire News Arthur Glogau 
(Ed.) (2, December, 1955), pp. 22-25; (3, March, 1956), pp. 
25-26; (4, June, 1956), pp. 32-35; (1, September, 1956), pp. 
29-31; (2, December, 1956), pp. 64-65; (3, March, 1957), 
pp. 95-96; (4, June, 1957), 115; (1, September, 1957), 
(2, December, 1957), 18.; (3, March, 1958), 1958), 
39; (4, June, 1958), 50: (1, September, 1958), 16; 
(2, December, 1958), pp. 31-32; March, 1959), 56; 
(4, June, 1959), pp. 75-76; Lester Kirkendal! (Ed.) (1, Sep- 
tember, 1959), pp. 14-16; (2, December, 1959), pp. 38-40; 
March, 1960), pp. 67-68; (4, June, 1960), pp. 82-83; (1-2, 
September-December, 1960), pp. 35-36; (1, January, 1961), 
pp. 21-22; (2, April, 1961), pp. 47-48; (3, July, 1961), 
pp. 71-72; (4, October, 1961), pp. 89-90. 

Intropuce Curtis Avery. (4, September, 
1952), Forward. 


PARENTHOOD 


Bowerman. (3, March, 1956), pp. 8-12. 

Can Lire Pau! Landis. (4, June, 1957), 
pp. 105-109. 

(1, September, 1956), pp. 24-28. 

ber, 1952), pp. 1-10. 

AND INTERPERSONAL Lester Kirkendall 
and Curtis Avery. (6, March, 1955), pp. 1-7. 

Slocum and Carol Stone. (2, December, 1958), pp. 21-24. 

Tue Basic Unit Brock Chisholm. 
(4, June, 1956), pp. 2-15. 

Tue Lire Curtis Avery. (3, March, 1960), 
pp. 64-66. 

GENERATION Parents. David Treat. (1, Sep- 
tember, 1958), pp. 3-9. 

AND TEENAGE SONS AND 
Theodore Johannis, Jr. (2, December, 1957), pp. 31-32. 

AND TEENAGE SONS AND 
Johannis, Jr. (1, September, 1957), pp. 15-16. 

Some WitH Happiness UNBROKEN HoMEs. 
Walter Slocum. (3, March, pp. 35-39. 

Ivan Nye. (2, December, 1957), pp. 26-30. 

1961), pp. 43-44. 

Activity. Theodore Johannis, Jr. and James Rollins. (3, 
March, 1960), pp. 59-60. 


Patterns Lire? Ivan Nye. (2, December, 
1955), pp. 12-17. 

Wuere Parents For Richard Littman, John Curry, 
and John Pierce-Jones. (1, September, 1957), pp. 3-9. 

1960 House RECOMMENDATIONS THE FAMILY. 
(4, June, 1960), pp. 79-80. 


RELIGION AND THE FAMILY 


Factors Mate Alfred Prince. (3, July, 1961), 
pp. 55-58. 

Charles Buck. (4, June, 1960), pp. 71-77. 

Alfred Prince. (1, September, 1956), pp. 11-23. 


TITLES 


varsky. (3, March, 1959), pp. 41-53. 

James Rollins. (3, March, 1956), pp. 23-24. 

SKILL STATESMANSHIP. Brock (2, October, 
1954), pp. 1-5. 

Review. Charles Warnath. (1, January, 1961), 
pp. 17-18. 

AROUND THE (1, March, 1952), pp. 8-12; (2, May, 1952), 
pp. 13-17; (3, July,, 1952). pp. 12-16; (4, September, 1952), 
pp. 15-19; (1, February, 1954), pp. 7-10; (2, March, 1954), 

Bowerman. (3, March, 1956), pp. 8-12. 

Alfred Prince. (1, September, 1956), pp. 11-23. 

PERIENCE. Prince and Gordon Shipman. (4, June, 
1958), pp. 57-60. 

Story. Margie (5, December, 1952), pp. 1-4. 


Books Sex ror Lire Epucators. Ben Ard. 
(3, July, 1961), pp. 63-68. 

Curtis Avery. (1, March, 1952), pp. 1-3. 

Can Lire Paul Landis. (4, June, 1957), 
pp. 105-109. 

(1, September, 1956), pp. 24-28. 

1943-1958. Victor Christopherson. (3, March, 
1960), pp. 49-52. 

March-June, 1961), pp. 43-46. 

CoMMUNICATION—THE Core Our Adolph Weinzirl. 
(1, February, 1954), pp. 1-2. 

Theodore Johannis, Jr. and Kenneth Cunningham. (2, 
December, 1959), pp. 34-36. 

Contents IX. (3-4, March-June, 1961), 55. 

pp. 61-63. 

Osborne. (2, April, 1961), pp. 35-40. 

(1, September, 1954), Forward. 

Notes. Margie Lee. (2, May, 1952), 31; (4, 
September, 1952), 28. 


the family life coordinator 


| — 
( 


ber, 1952), pp. 1-10. 

AND INTERPERSONAL RELATIONSHIPS. Lester Kirkendall 
and Curtis Avery. (6, March, 1955), pp. 1-7. 

William Marshall. (3-4, March-June, 1961), pp. 52-54. 

WELFARE Services (4, June, 1960, pp. 
77-78. 


Arthur Gravatt. (2, December, 1957), pp. 23-25. 

Slocum and Carol Stone. (2, December, 1958), pp. 21-24. 

Factors Alfred Prince. (3, July, 1961), 
pp. 55-58. 

(4, June, 1956), pp. 2-15. 

June, 1956), pp. 16-23. 

Lire THE 1960 House Conrerence. Margie 
Lee. (3, March, 1960), 66. 

Lire Curtis Avery. (4, June, 1957), 
116; (4, June, 1958), 63-64; (3, March, 1959), pp. 
54-56; (3, March, 1960), pp. (2, April, pp. 
45-46. Theodore Johannis, (2, December, pp. 29-30, 
(2, December, 1959), 37; January, 1961), pp. 23-24; 
July, 1961), pp. 

Esther Prevey. (4, June, 1958), pp. 54-56. 

Lire Procram. Thomas Poffenberger. (3, July, 1952), 
pp. 1-7. 

For Lire. Sylvia Tucker. (3, March, 
1959), pp. 35-38. 

THE Rack. (1, March, 1952), pp. 17-19; 
(2, May, 1952), pp. 27-30; (3, July, 1952), pp. 25-27. 

Look VD. Adolph Weinzirl and Curtis Avery. (1, 
September, 1957), pp. 10-11. 

From (1, March, 1952), pp. 5-8; (2, 
May, 1952), pp. 10-13; (3, July, 1952), pp. 8-11; (4, Septem- 
ber, 1952), pp. 11-15. 

GENERATION Parents. David Treat. (1, Sep- 
tember, 1958), pp. 3-9. 

AND COMFORTABLE COORDINATION. 
Adolph Weinzirl. (1, September, 1954), Forward. 

Parents Become Sex Lester Kirk- 
(3, May, 1954), pp. 3-11. 

Lire. (2, December, 1955), pp. 2-4. 

dall, (2, March, 1954), pp. 3-5. 

(4, June, 1957), pp. 112-115. 

I-V (1952-1957). (4, June, 1957), pp. 117-118. 

1957 June 1958. (4, June, 
1958), 64. 

VIII 1959 June 1960. (4, June, 
1960), 84. 

(4, June, 1959), pp. 59-63. 

“Earty Curtis Avery. (1-2, Septem- 
ber-December, 1960), pp. 3-5. 

June, 1961), pp. 47-48. 

(2, March, 1954), pp. 7-8; (1, Sep- 
tember, 1954), pp. 6-9; (3, November, 1954), pp. 11-12. 


October, 1961 


(1, February, 1954), pp. 11-12; (2, 
October, 1954), pp. 6-11. 

Books. (1, March, 1952), pp. 13-17; 
(2, May, 1952), pp. 18-26; (3, July, 1952), pp. 16-24; (4, 
September, 1952), pp. 19-26. 

Kovarsky. (3, March, 1958), pp. 40-48. 


Lesson ror Group From Street.” Thomas 
Poffenberger. (2, December, 1955), pp. 5-11. 


ACQUAINTED WITH THE Brown Trust. (4, Sep- 
tember, 1952), 11. 

Let’s Get ACQUAINTED WITH THE Mentat 

Let’s ACQUAINTED WITH THE OREGON STATE HEALTH. 
(2, May, 1952), 

Let’s AAQUAINTED WITH THE OREGON TUBERCULOSIS AND 
(3, July, 1952), pp. 7-8. 


AND Notes. Margie Lee. (3, July, 1952), 
pp. 29-30. 


ARRANGEMENTS AND ADJUSTMENT THE AGED. 
Carol Stone. (1, Septmeber, 1957), pp. 12-14. 

Vircins: AND Group AMERICAN 
Irving Tebor. (3-4, March-June, 1961), pp. 40-42. 


Theodore Johannis, Jr. (4, June, pp. 24-31. 


Laws THE Irving Kovarsky. (3, 
March, 1957), pp. 66-94; 97-103. 

STUDENTS AND THEIR Theodore 
Johannis, (3, March, 1959), pp. 39-40. 

Marriep UNDERGRADUATES THE Campus: Lester 
Kirkendall. (2, December, 1956), pp. 54-63. 

Kenneth Cunningham. (1, January, 1961), pp. 3-16. 

Bruce (1, September, 1958), pp. 10-16. 


Tue Parent. David Ellis and Ivan Nye. (1, Septem- 
ber, 1959), pp. 


Tue New Lire (ed.) Theodore Johannis, 
Jr. and Curtis Avery. (3-4, March-June, 1961), 39. 


Rollins. (1, January, 1961), pp. 19-21. 

Walter Slocum. (2, December, pp. 46-53. 


ERENCES. Charles Buck. (4, June, 1960), pp. 71-77. 


Parent. Brock Chisholm. (2, December, 
1956), pp. 32-45. 

December, 1960), pp. 33-34. 

gram). (5, February, 1955), pp. 1-11; (4, June, 1957), 
(3, March, 1958), 34; (2, December, 1959), 
(3, March, 1960), 48. 

Lire News Notes. Arthur Glogau. 
(Ed.) (2, December, 1955), pp. 22-25; (3, March, 1956), pp. 
25-26; (4, June, 1956), pp. 32-35; (1, September, 1956; pp. 
29-31; (2, December, 1956), pp. 64-65; (3, March, 1957), pp. 
95-96; (4, June, 1957), 115; (1, September, 1957), 
(2, December, 1957), 18; (3, March, 1958), 39; (4, June, 
1958), 50; (1, September, 1958), 16; (2, December, 
1958), pp. 31-32; (3, March, 1959), 56; (4, June, 1959), 
pp. 75-76. Lester Kirkendall (Ed.) (1, September, 1959), 
pp. 14-16; (2, December, 1959), pp. 38-40; (3, March, 1960; 
pp. 67-68; (4, June, pp. 82-83; (1-2, September-Decem- 
ber, 1960), pp. 35-36; (1, January, 1961), pp. 21-22; (2, 
April, pp. 47-48; (3, July, 1961), pp. 71-72. 


>» 


(1, March, 1952), 20; (4, September, 
1952), pp. 27-28. 

AND TEENAGE SONS AND 
Theodore Johannis, Jr. (2, December, 1957), pp. 31-32. 

AND TEENAGE SONS AND 
SELECTED Economic Activity. Theodore 
Johannis, Jr. (1, September, 1957), pp. 15-16. 

AND TEENAGE SONS AND 
hannis, Jr. (4, June, 1958), pp. 61-62. 

AND TEENAGE SONS AND 
Jr. (2, December, 1958), pp. 24-25. 

Prerace (to Film Guide Issue). Keith Bell, (1, September, 
1955), pp. 1-4. 

FOR THIS Atomic Thomas Poffen- 
berger. (1, September, 1959), pp. 11-13. 

May, 1952), pp. 1-5. 

PROBLEMS THE ORGANIZATION HEALTH AND Human 
(2, December, 1958), pp. 19-20. 

P-TA THE SEX Jennelle Moorhead. 
(2, May, 1952), pp. 6-9. 

February, 1954), pp. 3-6. 

Report From Group One (from meeting the Oregon Coordi- 
nating Council Social Hygiene and Family Life). Donald 
Beegle. (4, June, 1954), pp. 1-2. 

From Two (from meeting the Oregon Coordi- 
nating Council Social Hygiene and Family Life). Curtis 
Avery. (4, June, 1954), pp. 

Report Session (from meeting the Oregon 
Coordinating Council Social Hygiene and Family Life). Jean 
Bloom. (4, June, 1954), pp. 5-7. 

Repropuction David Treat. (1, September, 
pp. 3-8. 

RESEARCH THE FAMILY AND AND CRITIQUE 

SELECTED Kenneth Cunningham and Theodore 

Johannis, Jr. (1-2, September-December, 1960), pp. 25-32. 


YouNG IMPLICATIONS FOR FAMILY LIFE 
pp. 6-24. 

pp. 58-59. 

In-Law Paul (2, December, 1955), 
pp. 18-21. 

Theodore Johannis, Jr. (4, January, 
1955), pp. 1-9. 

Theodore Johannis, Jr. (3, November, 1954), pp. 1-10. 

(3, March, 1960), pp. 43-48. 

SEMANTICS AND Lester Kirkendall. 
(4, June, 1959), pp. 63-65. 


Trust 1949-1959, Margie Lee. (2, December, 
1959), pp. 19-33. 


(4, June, 1960), 81. 

(3-4, March-June, 1961), pp. 49-51. 

Walter Slocum. (3, March, 1958), pp. 35-39. 

Van Nye. (2, December, 1957), pp. 26-30. 

Some CHARACTERISTICS SOCIALLY ACTIVE AND INACTIVE 
Carol Stone. (3, March, 1960), pp. 53-57. 

Patricia Smith. (4, June, 1958), pp. 51-53. 

Virginia Larsen. (2, April, 1961), pp. 41-43. 


1961), pp. 43-44. 

TECHNIQUE FOR TRAINING LAY LEADERS 
Parent Epucation. David Brody. (3, March, 1956), pp. 
13-22. 

TEACHING Over Will Drum. 
(4, June, 1957), pp. 110-111. 

June, 1959), pp. 66-69. 

TECHNIQUE FOR MARRIAGE AND THE 
Arthur Glogau. (2, December, 1958), pp. 26-28. 

Johannis, Jr. and James Rollins. (4, June, 1959), pp. 70-74. 

Activity. Theodore Johannis, Jr. and James Rollins. (3, 
March, 1960, pp. 59-60. 

Curtis Avery. (2, April, 1961), pp. 27-34. 

TOWARD UNDERSTANDING SEX OREGON. Curtis 
Avery. (1, September, 1956), pp. 1-10. 

1950. Theodore Johannis, Jr. and Walter Martin. (6, 
March, 1955), pp. 8-17. 

Donald Derby. (1, September, 1955), pp. 5-7. 

(1, September, 1954), pp. 1-5. 

July, 1961), pp. 51-54. 

Lester Kirkendall, (3, July, 1961), pp. 59-62. 

Intropuce Curtis Avery. (4, Septem- 
ber, 1952), Forward. 

(March, 1956), pp. 3-7. 

Lire? Ivan Nye. (2, 1955), pp. 
12-17. 

Parents ror Richard Littman, John Curry, and 
John Pierce-Jones. (1, September, 1957), pp. 3-9. 

(2, December, 1957), pp. 19-23. 

(4, June, 1960), pp. 79-80; (1-2, September-December, 
1960), 

September-December, 1960), 
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